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I. 


INTRODUCTION 


T O THE people of our day has been given the privilege of 
living during one of the most momentous crises in the 
history of the world. Within the lifetime of one generation 
we have witnessed two world wars with their attendant large 
scale destruction of life and property. We have seen the 
second World War spread until it has involved most of the 
nations, including our own; and in several of those which 
are not yet involved the people are living in such a state 
of fear and anxiety that the conditions which exist can 
hardly be called peace. Many people are genuinely puzzled 
as to the meaning of war and as to what the attitude of the 
Christian toward it should be. Because of this lack of un¬ 
derstanding, and because much of the religious and political 
freedom which we enjoy today was won through wars which 
were sanctioned by the Church, the discussion of the whole 
war question is of primary importance. 

Sometimes we hear it said that all war is wrong, wrong 
for the defenders as well as for the aggressors, and that 
even when waged with sincere purpose to restrain evil it 
tends to produce greater evils than those against which it is 
directed. These propositions, we submit, simply are not 
true. We hold that there is such a thing as a just war, — 
just on the part of those who defend their lives and their 
homes against unprovoked aggression, but sin on the part 
of those who make the attack. To cite only a few instances: 
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If the people of Europe had not resisted the Mohammedan 
invasions, Europe would have been conquered and, human¬ 
ly speaking, Christianity would have been stamped out. If 
after the time of the Reformation the Protestants had not 
resisted the Roman Catholic persecutions, crimes such as 
were practiced so freely in the Spanish Inquisition would 
have become common over all of Europe, and Protestantism 
would have been destroyed. If the American colonists had 
not fought for their rights, this country would not have 
gained its independence. In international affairs, as in in¬ 
dividual affairs, it often happens that there is an innocent 
party and a guilty party, although in most cases the guilt 
is not altogether on one side. And of course there have been 
many wicked, stupid, inexcusable wars in which neither side 
was at all concerned about righteousness. 

We want to be neither pacifists nor militarists. We would 
define a pacifist as one who will not sanction or take part in 
any war no matter what the occasion or the apparent justi¬ 
fication — one who is for peace at any price; and we would 
define a militarist as one who favors heavy military arma¬ 
ments, primarily for purposes of aggression against other 
nations. We expect to show that the position which should 
be taken by any one who is a true Christian and also a loyal 
citizen lies somewhere between these two extremes. 

It should hardly be necessary to say that we hate war as 
do all right minded people. We hope that our country may 
never have to engage in another. We desire peace, but we 
realize there are some things worse than war. We desire 
peace, but not the kind that is found in the cemetery or in 
the slave camp. It is true that Christ came as the Prince of 
peace, and that His followers should strive to promote peace 
by all lawful means. And for that reason it may seem 
strange that any professed Christian should enter a protest 
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against the modern pacifist movement. Any one who does 
speak against it, or against certain trends in it, doubtless 
will be misunderstood by some. We believe, however, that 
that movement is dangerous, and that it has no necessary 
or legitimate part in the evangelical Christian program. 

Since the conclusions which we reach concerning these 
problems affect so vitally our attitude toward present day 
national and international happenings, and since some 
people are inclined to take the view that war is always and 
everywhere wrong, it is very necessary that we have a clear 
understanding as to what the Christian attitude toward 
war really is. 


II. 


THE PRESENT CRISIS 


W ITHIN the space of a few short years we have wit¬ 
nessed the rise of the dictator nations, imbued with 
the idea that war is heroic, and equipped with great mili¬ 
tary power which they do not hesitate to use ruthlessly. 
Their whole economy has been reorganized for the sole 
purpose of waging successful war. Their persistent policy 
of armed aggression has already resulted in the stamping 
out of numerous small nations and the practical enslave¬ 
ment of millions of human beings. And unless such aggres¬ 
sion is successfully resisted and overthrown large sections 
of Europe, and other parts of the world too for that matter, 
appear to be headed for a return to the Dark Ages. 

The war which broke out in Europe in 1939 was due pri¬ 
marily to the ambition and influence of certain powerful 
leaders rather than to the desire of the people. In every 
nation the great mass of the people looked forward to it 
with fear and anxiety. They had not had time to forget the 
last one. Yet they seemed drawn irresistibly toward this con¬ 
flict. The Munich “Peace” Conference had failed to bring 
any real sense of security, involving as it did the abandon¬ 
ment and ruin of Czechoslovakia which was beyond doubt 
the model democratic state in all Europe. That nation of 
fourteen million peaceable and industrious people, well 
governed, with a progressive educational system, admirable 
defenses, and its finances in excellent order, suffered an eco- 
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nomic and political conquest by Nazi Germany as devas¬ 
tating as could have been imposed upon her by war. And 
under the utterly pagan philosophy of the Nazi State the 
moral and spiritual outlook of her people is, if possible, 
even darker. 

But the Nazi and Fascist nations, instead of being satis¬ 
fied with the truly magnanimous terms granted by the de¬ 
mocracies at Munich, took them rather as proofs of the 
weakness of those nations and soon renewed their demands 
for more concessions and more territory. They had found 
that violence paid big dividends. After Munich there was 
in the democracies, on the one hand, a feeling of relief and 
thankfulness that war had been averted, but on the other 
a sickening sense that sacred treaties had been violated and 
that grave injustice had been done. 

Within less than a year after the Munich Conference Po¬ 
land was ruthlessly invaded and subdued. The invasion of 
the scrupulously neutral and inoffensive countries of Den¬ 
mark, Norway, Holland and Belgium made it plain beyond 
words that in the present state of the world no nation was 
safe. The terms imposed on France when she sued for an 
armistice made it clear what a total Nazi victory means. 
France was not only totally disarmed and rendered helpless 
but, like Czechoslovakia and Poland, was in effect enslaved 
in that Germany assumed control of the life and labor of 
her people, confiscated whatever supplies and resources she 
chose, and proceeded to use them in her further conquests. 

And even before this dangerous situation developed in 
Europe, Japan’s wanton invasion of China brought forcibly 
to our attention the fact that across the sea from our west¬ 
ern coast we faced a nation that was prepared to use force 
ruthlessly. 

An incidental result of the Munich conference and of the 
war which followed was the distinct slackening of the pad- 
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fist propaganda in this country and a noticeable embarrass¬ 
ment among pacifists. It had then become quite evident 
that the anti-preparedness campaigns which had been con¬ 
ducted with such success in the democracies at the very time 
Germany and Italy and Japan were rushing armaments had 
so weakened the democracies that they, the only nations 
which might have spoken with authority to have prevented 
the injustices, found themselves too weak to do so. Al¬ 
though promoted in the interests of peace, these campaigns 
had had just the opposite effect. Many people in England 
and America were suddenly shocked into a realization that 
a distaste for war, even a horror of it, was no guarantee for 
peace. 

A great many people have suddenly discovered that they 
are not living in the kind of a world they thought they were 
living in, but rather in one which is very unsafe and inse¬ 
cure, and that they have to deal not merely with an optimis¬ 
tic theory as to how people should act, but with the fact that 
unregenerate human nature, if not restrained, respects nei¬ 
ther the laws of God nor the rights of other men. Interna¬ 
tional law has almost ceased to have any meaning. Solemn¬ 
ly signed treaties are broken when it becomes inconvenient 
to keep them. And “neutrality,” as we have been accus¬ 
tomed to understand the term, has become a fiction, a dead 
concept. It is impossible for those who cherish civilization 
with its hard-earned freedom of religion, freedom of speech, 
and established codes of tolerance and decency as relates to 
minorities, to remain unconcerned as these things are 
crushed out of one nation after another. The fault of all 
of the democracies, of course, was that they refused to take 
seriously the program outlined so clearly in “Mein Kampf,” 
even when they saw that program being put into effect right 
before their very eyes. When they might have stood to¬ 
gether and preserved their freedom they failed to do so. 


THE PRESENT CRISIS 


15 


With the advent of the airplane and the development of fast 
powerful navies the United States no longer holds the iso¬ 
lated position she once did. We have felt it necessary to 
embark on the greatest naval and aircraft construction pro¬ 
gram in our history, and our Congress has appropriated 
huge sums of money for a vastly increased military estab¬ 
lishment. 

In Nazism we have to deal with a more dangerous philos¬ 
ophy of life than that which dominated Imperial Germany 
during the first World War. In our relations with the 
democracies we are dealing with people whose political 
ideals, social philosophies and ways of life are similar to our 
own, and whose military power is no threat to us. But 
Nazism is openly and aggressively hostile to every concept 
of peace, honor and decency that we hold dear. It sets up 
foolish and arrogant theories of racial superiority, asserts 
that the “Herrenvolk” (by which it means the German 
people) are to be the masters of the conquered peoples, 
and proceeds on the assumption that the individual exists 
for the good of the State rather than the State for the good 
of the individual. It openly ridicules Christian principles 
as weak and antiquated, and its relations with other na¬ 
tions are based in no small degree on the assumption that 
might makes right. Like Communism it definitely calls for 
a world revolution or world conquest, not only in its 
enthusiastic “Horst Wessel” theme song, “Today we rule 
Germany, Tomorrow we rule the world,” but in its inner 
philosophy and its outward program upon which it is now 
so fully launched. And it means precisely that. 

The Nazis demonstrated first in Germany and then in 
neighboring nations that whole populations can be subju¬ 
gated by terror, intimidation, extortion, the holding of 
hostages, and propaganda. “What we have in Nazism,” says 
Miss Dorothy Thompson, who has studied Nazism at first 
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hand and who is generally acknowledged as one of the 
ablest political analysts of our day, “is its spirit, its ideal 
and its purpose; its profound contempt for man; its mech¬ 
anistic interpretation of the universe; its glorification of 
war as an end in itself; its affirmation of violence as a char¬ 
acteristic of the end; its absolutely cynical amorality; its 
corruption, for purposes of power, of youths into physical 
heroes and moral cowards; its wicked use of the lie; its reck¬ 
less willingness to mobilize the worst instincts; its brutaliz¬ 
ing slyness that rewards informers and makes children the 
enemies of their parents; its seizure of the whole private 
life; and its reversal of the whole decalogue whereby each 
commandment becomes the opposite.” And in regard to 
the relationship which exists between Democracy and Naz¬ 
ism she says: “It has been increasingly obvious, and par¬ 
ticularly so since the great appeasement of Munich, that 
western civilization cannot come to terms with the Nazi- 
Fascist conceptions of government, economics, religion or 
law; that so long as these states last the world will live in a 
state of perpetual fear of aggression and resistance to or¬ 
ganized, systematic internal penetration.” 

An examination of the tenets of Communism, Nazism and 
Fascism will show that there is no essential difference be¬ 
tween these systems, that they are in fact only different forms 
of a conception of dictatorship in government and of the 
denial of individual rights in society. In general Commu¬ 
nism is the more extreme and Fascism the more mild. Naz¬ 
ism has proceeded more slowly in its persecution of re¬ 
ligion although opposed to it in principle; and it has not 
confiscated all private property although it has confiscated 
much and has forbidden the worker to leave his job or the 
farmer his farm without government permission. Bolshe¬ 
vism has not openly persecuted the Jews. Nazism and Fas¬ 
cism have always worked in close cooperation against the 
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democracies; and the alliance between Germany and Russia 
which immediately preceded the outbreak of the war paved 
the way for Nazi Germany’s attack on the democracies, al¬ 
though fortunately the natural rivalries between Germany 
and Russia threw Russia back to the side of the democracies 
where she has been of inestimable help against the chief 
aggressor. But even during times of peace each of these 
types of dictatorship suppresses all democratic activity with¬ 
in its borders while at the same time it sends its paid agents 
and fifth columnists into all of the democratic nations with 
the avowed purpose of causing their overthrow. 

Recent events in Europe and Asia have done much to 
arouse us from our false sense of security, and to force upon 
us the realization that it is very difficult, if not impossible, 
for democracies to live in peace in the same world with dic¬ 
tatorships — not that the democracies attack the dictator 
nations, for by their very nature they are tolerant of all 
other forms of government; but that the dictatorships insist 
on overthrowing the democracies, — and that for the very 
simple reason that dictators cannot rest secure so long as the 
free way of life of people in a democracy continues to re¬ 
mind their oppressed people of the freedom and privileges 
that have been taken from them. 

At the present time the United States, Britain and her 
dominions are practically the only surviving islands of 
efficient democracy in a sea of despotism. Some time before 
the United States was brought into the war the danger in¬ 
herent in our position and the tremendous responsibility 
which would rest upon us in case Britain fell before the 
Nazi attack was clearly set forth in an editorial by Barnett 
Nover. “As a continuing democracy,” said he, “the United 
States would more than ever be the hope of the oppressed 
everywhere. Every Czech, every Pole, every Norwegian and 
Hollander and Belgian and Frenchman would look across 
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the ocean to America as the place where the torch of free¬ 
dom was still alight. That would make endless difficulties 
for the totalitarian despots. To keep their slave states go¬ 
ing they would have to destroy that hope. They have long 
regarded the United States and its capitalistic democracy 
as a foe, although they have been able to discount her be¬ 
cause of the self-defeating policy we have pursued for so 
long. Long ago they declared war on our beliefs, our phil¬ 
osophy, our way of life, and they have waged that war un¬ 
ceasingly thus far by means other than military. And these 
methods are certain to be employed with redoubled force 
as the lights go out one by one in the Old World, and the 
United States is left friendless and alone.” 

Even if the Nazis should conquer Britain and announce 
that they had no further ambitions, we should know better 
than to believe them. As late as four years ago they were 
assuring the world that they wanted only to rescue Germans 
from foreign oppressors (so-called), and that if they ob¬ 
tained the Sudetenland from Czechoslovakia they would 
have no further territorial ambitions. Three years ago they 
wanted “lebenstraum,” living room, which soon came to 
mean a death sentence for neighboring nations. Today 
they are dominant over the whole of the continent of Eu¬ 
rope and are striving mightily for world conquest. And, 
given the Nazi theories of racial superiority, the right of the 
strong to rule the weak, and the open glorification of war 
as the means by which a nation should achieve its destiny, 
there is no reason why they should stop short of world con¬ 
quest. Certainly they will not stop until they are stopped by 
force. 

The German-Italian-Japanese pact, signed in 1940 and so 
pointedly directed at the United States, made it abundantly 
clear that these three powers intended to dominate the 
world and that in the event of a totalitarian victory the 
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only way the United States could avoid a clash with them in 
the economic, political and military spheres was to submit 
to their dictation, — a course that Americans have now de¬ 
termined most definitely that they will never follow. 

This being the present world situation, and war occupy¬ 
ing such a prominent place in the thought and action of 
the people of all nations, we are compelled to face this very 
personal and practical question: What should be the atti¬ 
tude of the Christian toward war? For the answer to this 
question we shall seek first of all to find out what the Scrip¬ 
tures teach concerning this general subject, and then we 
shall give attention to a number of other considerations. 


III. 


WHAT THE SCRIPTURES TEACH CONCERNING WAR: 
THE OLD TESTAMENT 

I N ALL matters of controversy among Christians the 
Scriptures are accepted as the highest court of appeal. 
Historically they have been the common authority of Chris¬ 
tendom. We believe that they “are given by inspiration of 
God, to be the rule of faith and practice"; that they contain 
one harmonious, consistent, and sufficiently complete sys¬ 
tem of doctrine; and that it is our duty to trace out this 
consistency by a careful investigation of the meaning of 
particular passages. No person, acting merely on his own 
observations and judgments, can know what are the basic 
principles of the plan God is following. All philosophical 
speculation and emotional sentiment should be held in 
abeyance until we have first heard the testimony of Scrip¬ 
ture. And when we have heard that testimony we should 
submit. Would that we had more people with that noble 
characteristic of the Bereans, who when Paul preached to 
them searched the Scriptures daily to see whether or not the 
things which he spoke were so. 

The question at issue is simply this: What do the Scrip¬ 
tures teach concerning war? We say that this is the issue, 
regardless of the fact that many of the “Modernists" in the 
Church, who in the main arc the sponsors of the modern 
pacifist movement, do not feel themselves bound to take 
seriously the teachings of either the Old or the New Testa- 
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ment. We shall first consider the teaching of the Old Testa¬ 
ment, and then that of the New. 

Time and again in the Old Testament we read that God 
gave the Israelites the direct command to go into battle 
against their enemies, and that He gave them the victory. 
“Jehovah is a man of war: Jehovah is His name. Pharaoh’s 
chariots and his host hath He cast into the Red Sea,” sang 
Moses after the Israelites had been delivered from the 
Egyptians, Ex. 15:3, 4. 

Almost immediately after the Israelites had come out of 
Egypt they were attacked by the Amalekites. Israel was at 
that time a theocracy, the purest form of government, with 
God speaking to His prophet and ruling directly in the af¬ 
fairs of the nations. Thus guided, Moses chose the young 
man Joshua to lead the army. During the battle as the 
hands of Moses were held up to God in prayer, the Israelites 
prevailed, and when his hands were let down the Amale¬ 
kites prevailed. With the assistance of Aaron and Hur his 
hands were held up until evening and the victory was won, 
Ex. 17:8-16. 

After the Israelites had spent forty years in the wilderness 
they received the direct command from God to go into the 
land of Palestine and drive out or destroy the inhabitants. 
They were told that they did not go forth in their own 
strength, but that Jehovah would go before them, and that 
the battle was not theirs but Jehovah’s. They were told not 
to make any alliances with the inhabitants of the land, and 
that if they disobeyed this command those degraded heathen 
would be a snare and a trap to them, a scourge in their side 
and thorns in their eyes, until they themselves would finally 
be corrupted and would perish, Nu. 33:50-56; Joshua 1:1-9. 

As Joshua stood before the walls of Jericho he met a 
stranger with a drawn sword in his hand, whom he soon 
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discovered to be Jehovah, the Angel of the Covenant, the 
same One who had visited Abraham at the Oaks of Mamre, 
who had wrestled with Jacob at Peniel, and who had ap¬ 
peared to Moses in the burning bush. Thus Joshua re¬ 
ceived direct from God specific instructions for the con¬ 
quest and destruction of the city (Joshua 5:13-6:27). And 
it is further true, as one writer has said, that “if we pursue 
the theophany into the New Testament we find that this 
was none other than the Lord Jesus Christ, the second Per¬ 
son of the Trinity — the active agent of the Godhead in all 
creation. This is the One who stood before Joshua and gave 
him detailed instructions for the taking of Jericho, and for 
the complete extermination of that people “—man, woman 
and child, with the exception of Rahab.” Certainly here is 
food for thought. 

If any one today is inclined to feel that the wars of the 
Israelites against the Philistines were unjust let him con¬ 
sider the declarations of Scripture and the evidence from 
archaeology concerning the abominable sins of those heath¬ 
ens, — the sex crimes practiced even in connection with their 
religion, the burning of their infant sons and daughters as 
human sacrifices to Baal and Molech, and their fiendish cru¬ 
elty in war; in contrast with which their forthright execu¬ 
tion by the Hebrews seems manly and dignified, if not even 
merciful. There we find, as in the cases of Sodom and Go¬ 
morrah, not merely individuals but whole tribes too de¬ 
graded and sinful to live; and the Israelites were but the 
divinely appointed means for their extermination. 

Deborah, the prophetess, and Barak, the captain of the 
army, were directed of God in the battle against Sisera and 
the Canaanites, Judges 4:1-23; and in Deborah's song of 
victory we hear judgment pronounced against the city of 
Meroz, whose inhabitants had refused to help in the battle: 
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“Curse ye Meroz, said the angel of Jehovah, 

Curse ye bitterly the inhabitants thereof, 

Because they came not to the help of Jehovah, 

To the help of Jehovah against the mighty.” 

Judges 5:23. 

Gideon received a vision in which he was directed to free 
the people from the Midianites, and the battle was so or¬ 
dered that the Israelites knew most definitely that they 
had not won by their own strength but that Jehovah had 
given them the victory, Judges, chs. 6 and 7. God com¬ 
manded the destruction of the Amalekites; and when King 
Saul carried out his mission only half-heartedly, sparing 
Agag the king, we read that “Samuel hewed Agag in pieces 
before Jehovah in Gilgal,” I Sam. 15:1-23. David was provi¬ 
dentially called to go and fight the giant Goliath, who was 
defying the God of the armies of Israel. Jehovah delivered 
Goliath into his hands, and Israel was freed from Philistine 
domination, I Sam. 17:1-54. Soon after David became king 
the Philistines again came up to pillage the land. In II Sam. 
5:19, 20 we read “And David inquired of Jehovah, saying, 
Shall I go up against the Philistines? wilt thou deliver 
them into my hand? And Jehovah said unto David, Go up; 
for I will certainly deliver the Philistines into thy hand. 
And David came to Baal-perazim, and David smote them 
there; and he said, Jehovah hath broken mine enemies 
before me.” 

Many of the psalms are prayers to God for guidance in 
war or hymns of thanksgiving to God for victories in war. 
“Let God arise, let His enemies be scattered; Let them also 
that hate Him flee before Him. As smoke is driven away, 
so drive them away; As wax melteth before the fire, so 
let the wicked perish at the presence of God . . . Kings of 
armies flee, they flee; And she that tarrieth at home divideth 
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the spoil . . . The chariots of God are twenty thousand, 
even thousands upon thousands: The Lord is among them, 
as in Sinai, in the sanctuary,” Ps. 68:1, 2, 12, 17. “Strive 
thou, O Jehovah, with them that strive with me: Fight 
thou against them that fight against me. Take hold of 
shield and buckler, and stand up for my help,” Ps. 35:1, 2. 
“Lo, thine enemies make a tumult; And they that hate thee 
have lifted up the head . . . Let them be put to shame and 
dismayed for ever; Yea, let them be confounded and per¬ 
ish,” Ps. 83:2, 17. David acknowledged that his skill in 
battle was a gift from God: “Blessed be Jehovah my rock, 
who teacheth my hands to war, And my fingers to fight,” 
Ps. 144:1. See also Psalms 108, 124 and 136. 

There is absolutely no question but that in the Old Tes¬ 
tament wars were sanctioned as a means of gaining righteous 
ends. Sometimes wars were used to destroy “the enemies of 
Jehovah.” At other times they were used as severe disci¬ 
plinary measures against the Israelites themselves when they 
went off into apostasy and God allowed them to be con¬ 
quered by the Midianites, the Philistines, or the Assyrians, 
Ju. 6:1; 13:1; Is. 10:5-14. In both events, as one keen ob¬ 
server has pointed out, “The Lord God revealed there as 
Creator, Lawgiver, Father, and Judge is also revealed as the 
Lord God of Battle. He commands Israel to go to war, and 
goes before him, — but (and this is the important point) 
Israel must not go before God” (italics ours), — Dr. George 
W. Arms. When Israel was so presumptuous as to go to war 
after God had forbidden it she was disastrously defeated: 
Nu. 14:39-45; Joshua 7:1-8:29; I Sam. 28:15-19, compare 
with I Sam. 31:1-6; II Chr. 18:1-34. 

Sometimes the sixth commandment is quoted to prove 
that all war is wrong. That, however, is entirely beside the 
point. The same God who in the twentieth chapter of Exo¬ 
dus said, “Thou shalt not kill,” which literally means, 


CONCERNING WAR, THE OLD TESTAMENT 25 


“Thou shalt do no murder," in the twenty-first chapter says, 
“He that smiteth a man so that he dieth, shall surely be 
put to death." And centuries before that the command had 
been given, “Whoso sheddeth man’s blood, by man shall 
his blood be shed," Gen. 9:6. The command against wilful 
murder is to be made effective by the sentence of capital 
punishment against the offender. But the judge who sen¬ 
tences the criminal to death is no more guilty of murder 
than he would have been guilty of robbery had he sentenced 
him to pay a fine. Otherwise there would be no possible 
way to maintain public justice. And the policeman or the 
soldier who defends his country, like the judge who protects 
society, does not act with a malicious motive to avenge a 
personal wrong, but with an altruistic motive for public 
safety. He performs his duty not as an individual but as an 
officer of the State. And in the Scriptures war among na¬ 
tions is given the same status as capital punishment among 
individuals. 

There is nothing in the Old Testament that even suggests 
that it is inconsistent to be at one and the same time a sol¬ 
dier and a follower of the Lord God of Sabaoth. There are 
some thirty-five or more references throughout the Old Tes¬ 
tament where God has commanded the use of armed force 
in carrying out His divine purposes. The Scriptures reveal 
God as a God of war as well as a God of peace. And to say, 
as some of the pacifists do say, that war defies the righteous¬ 
ness of God is not only presumptuous but is equivalent to 
saying that God Himself has been unrighteous. For the 
Bible, the very Book which we as Christians profess to ac¬ 
cept as “the only infallible rule of faith and practice," de¬ 
clares that on certain occasions God has not only permitted 
war but that Fie has commanded it. 

There is, however, in the Scriptures no glorification of 
war or of the warrior as such. On several occasions the Is- 
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raelites were refused permission to take booty or to glory in 
their achievements. David, the foremost warrior in the Old 
Testament record, was forbidden to build the temple of 
Jehovah because he had shed so much blood. War was 
looked upon as a grim and terrible necessity in the hands of 
God for the restraint and punishment of national sins. It 
was to be avoided if possible, and never to be glorified. 
And that is the attitude we should take toward it today. 


IV. 


THE NEW TESTAMENT 

T HE New Testament gives no direct teaching on the sub¬ 
ject of war, although it does make plain the fact that 
the civil government — whether kingdom, empire, or re¬ 
public, it does not say —is divinely established, and that 
as citizens we are to recognize its authority and to perform 
our duties toward it. That there should be a difference of 
emphasis and objective between the Old and the New 
Testament is quite natural, since there was a difference in 
dispensations, and since the former was written about and 
to a nation while the latter was written to individuals and 
to a non-political body known as the Church. The cere¬ 
monial laws of the Old Testament had been fulfilled and 
had passed away, but the moral laws remained in full force; 
and the two Testaments fit together in perfect harmony. 
Even the teaching of Jesus concerning love to our fellow- 
men does not rise higher than the passage quoted by Him 
from Leviticus 19:18: “Thou shalt love thy neighbor as 
thyself/' When rightly understood the two testaments are 
supplementary but not contradictory. The silence of the 
New Testament on the subject of war apparently rests on 
the assumption that the Old Testament teaching was suffi¬ 
ciently explicit and did not call for any addition or modi¬ 
fication. 

It is indeed alleged by the pacifists that the teachings of 
Jesus forbid the Christian to take part in war. We are con- 
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vinced, however, that the allegation finds no real support 
either in His recorded words or in His conduct. In the first 
place it fails to take into consideration His teaching con¬ 
cerning the authority of Scripture. That He considered the 
Old Testament fully inspired is abundantly clear. He quoted 
it as such, and based His teachings upon it. One of His 
clearest statements is found in John 10:35, where, in con¬ 
troversy with the Jews, FI is defense takes the form of an 
appeal to Scripture, and after quoting a statement Fie adds 
the significant words, “And the Scriptures cannot be 
broken.” Flis Bible, the only Bible that existed in His day, 
was the Old Testament. The reason it was worth while for 
Him, or that it is worth while for us, to appeal to Scrip¬ 
ture, is that it “cannot be broken,” — and the word here 
translated “broken” is the common one for breaking the 
law, or the Sabbath, meaning to annul, or deny, or with¬ 
stand its authority. For Him an appeal to Scripture was an 
appeal to an authority whose determination was final, even 
to its minute details. Whenever Christ or the Apostles 
quoted Scripture they thought of it as the living voice of 
God and therefore divinely authoritative. In Flis stinging 
rebuke to the Sadducees, “Ye do err, not knowing the Scrip¬ 
tures” (Matt. 22:29), the very thing that Fie points out is 
that their error comes, not because they have followed the 
Scriptures, but precisely because they have not followed 
them. So common was their use, and so unquestionable was 
their authority, that in the fiercest conflict He needed no 
other weapon than the final “It is written!” (Matt. 4:4, 7, 
10; Luke 4:4, 8; 24:26.) Hence if we take Christ as an 
authority, we will also take the entire Old Testament as an 
authority. He hands it to us and tells us that it is the Word 
of God, that the prophets spoke by the Holy Spirit. By His 
numerous quotations He has welded it to the New Testa¬ 
ment so that they now form one unified Bible. The two 
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Testaments have but one voice. They must stand or fall 
together. 

But let us consider more specifically the teachings of 
Jesus. We often hear Matt. 5:39 quoted to prove the paci¬ 
fist position: “Whosoever smiteth thee on thy right cheek, 
turn to him the other also.” This verse teaches that within 
reasonable limits it is often better to suffer a personal in¬ 
justice than to demand our full rights and perhaps precipi¬ 
tate a quarrel or a fight. If we are truly Christian we will 
live unselfish lives, not always seeking to vindicate our own 
petty dignity, but returning good for evil. And if the offend¬ 
ing person is possessed of even a minimum of manly quali¬ 
ties, such a response makes him ashamed of his conduct and 
he is not likely to repeat it. Probably three out of four per¬ 
sonal quarrels arise because of misunderstood motives. A 
reasonable amount of patience on our part, together with 
the manifestation of a good motive, will go a long way 
toward smoothing over difficulties. The injunction to turn 
the other cheek refers to our individual attitude. A person 
has the right to sacrifice himself provided he does not ex¬ 
ceed reasonable limits; but he does not have the same right 
to sacrifice others. As one writer has said, “I am not to turn 
my wife’s other cheek, or the other cheek of the weak and 
defenseless whom I am called upon to protect. With this 
in mind, it may be that going into the firing line is in very 
truth turning the other cheek — letting the enemy smite our 
cheek rather than that of those we love. Christ turned His 
other cheek for us. And when it is all over we are to love 
and forgive the enemy.” — Dr. George W. Arms. 

That Jesus Himself never intended that this saying should 
be taken literally is perfectly plain. When during the trial 
before the Sanhedrin He was struck He did not invite fur¬ 
ther abuse by turning the other cheek but immediately re¬ 
buked the offender with the words: “If I have spoken evil, 
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bear witness of the evil: but if well, why smitest thou me?” 
(John 18:22, 23). Nor did Paul take these words literally, 
but protested quickly and strongly when struck in the face 
during a court trial (Acts 23: 2, 3). Jesus turned the other 
cheek in the true sense a short time before the events of His 
trial when in the garden he returned good for evil by heal¬ 
ing the servant whose ear had been cut off by Peter’s sword. 

Sometimes we hear the Golden Rule quoted to prove that 
we should not use military force against any people, that 
we are to do unto others as we would have them do unto 
us. But in the event of war we have to decide who the 
“others” are in whose place we are to put ourselves, — the 
lustful, murderous invaders who do not want us to resist 
them, or our own wives and children who need our protec¬ 
tion. 

On two occasions Jesus went into the temple and with a 
show of physical force poured out the changers’ money, 
overturned their tables, and drove out those who through 
their fraudulent dealings were making the temple a den of 
robbers. On numerous occasions Pie met His enemies, the 
scribes and Pharisees, face to face and denounced them as 
hypocrites and liars, declaring that they were of their father 
the Devil and doomed to perdition, Matt. 15:7; 23:33; John 
8:44, 55. In the parable of the wicked husbandmen He ac¬ 
cepts as true and justified the course of action ascribed to 
the lord of the vineyard (by whom He means God) : “He 
will miserably destroy those miserable men”. Matt. 21:41. 
At the conclusion of the parable of the pounds He repeats 
as belonging to the normal order of things the words of the 
nobleman (words which, coming from Him, must seem 
very strange to a pacifist) : “But these mine enemies, that 
would not that I should reign over them, bring hither, and 
slay them before me”, Luke 19:27. No one else in Scripture 
gave more frequent or sterner warnings of the punishment 
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which God will inflict upon the wicked. In the well known 
judgment scene of Matt. 25 Jesus Himself sits as Judge and 
passes sentence upon His enemies in these stern words: 
“Depart from me, ye cursed, into the eternal fire which is 
prepared for the Devil and his angels” (Vs. 41). Those 
were not the words of a pacifist, nor could His enemies have 
looked upon Him as such. 

We are sometimes reminded that we should love our 
enemies, and are told that if we do love them we will not go 
to war against them. But while the Christian is commanded 
to love his enemies, that does not mean that he cannot de¬ 
fend himself or his loved ones against them. Nor does it 
necessarily follow that self-defense and love of those who 
would oppress us are contradictory. The judge who passes 
sentence on the evil doer may at the same time have a deep 
sense of pity and sympathy for him. We are, indeed, to love 
our enemies; but we cannot love them in the same way nor 
with the same intensity as we love our friends. We can love 
our enemies in that, while we are convinced that they are in 
the wrong and desire to injure us, we nevertheless bear 
them no hate, we wish them well and would honestly like 
to turn them from their evil course and to persuade them 
to a better way of life, the way of righteousness. That does 
not mean, however, that our love is to express itself by our 
placing ourselves, or those who have been committed to 
our protection, at the mercy of the enemy while he remains 
unrepentant. 

Furthermore, we are commanded by Christ Himself not 
only to love the Lord our God with all our heart and soul 
and strength and mind, but also to love our neighbor as 
ourself; and in obeying that command the Christian cannot 
possibly leave his neighbor at the mercy of a brutal aggres¬ 
sor when it is within his power to check the aggression. 
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The pacifist is inclined to be governed more by sentiment 
and emotion than by the hard facts of life, and to over¬ 
emphasize the love of God at the expense of His justice and 
righteousness. While to the righteous God is a god of love, 
to the wicked He is “a consuming fire” (Deut. 4:24; Heb. 
12:29), and will certainly punish sin. The apostle who wrote 
the great discourse on the love of God as found in the thir¬ 
teenth chapter of First Corinthians also wrote in that same 
book: “If any man loveth not the Lord, let him be anath¬ 
ema” (16:22). And it is often forgotten that even John 
3:16 speaks not only of the love of God but also of His 
punitive justice, not only of mercy but also of judgment, 
not only of heaven but also of hell. To over-emphasize the 
love of God while neglecting His justice is very dangerous, 
for instead of arousing the sinner to a true sense of his 
danger it only makes him more complacent in his sin. 

The believing centurion received no rebuke from Jesus 
for any sinfulness attaching to his profession as such, and 
Peter welcomed into the Church another centurion, Corne¬ 
lius, who was “a righteous man and one that feared God.” 
When the soldiers who were converted through the stern 
preaching of John the Baptist asked what they should do in 
order to apply those principles of righteousness in their 
lives, John uttered not one word of rebuke against their 
profession, but, assuming that they would remain soldiers 
as is clearly implied in his injunction that they were to be 
content with their wages, warned them against those temp¬ 
tations which are peculiar to soldiers: “Extort from no 
man by violence, neither accuse any wrongfully, and be 
content with your wages,” Luke 3:14. In other words, they 
were engaged in a lawful profession, a necessary profession 
if law and order were to be maintained throughout the 
country. They were simply told to do their duty and not to 
abuse their authority, which was certainly good practical 
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advice. St. Augustine tells us that “The early Christians 
who were soldiers were never directed to cast away their 
arms or renounce their military profession.” And again he 
says, “Governments are founded on law, and law requires 
force.” From New Testament times until the present it has 
been the policy of the Church to admit and retain soldiers 
as Christians in good and regular standing. No Christian 
need feel that when he is called to serve his country as a 
soldier he thereby becomes disloyal to his Lord and Saviour, 
Jesus Christ. Instead he has every right to feel that when 
he is unselfishly serving his fellow men he is honoring his 
Lord. 

In the last discourse which Jesus had with the disciples we 
find some significant words in regard to the use of weapons. 
He reminded them that on their former missionary journey, 
which was of short extent and among their own people. He 
had sent them forth without purse, or wallet, or shoes, and 
that they had lacked nothing. And then, in regard to later 
missionary journeys which they were to make over long dis¬ 
tances and among hostile people. He said, “But now, he 
that hath a purse, let him take it, and likewise a wallet: 
and he that hath none, let him sell his cloak and buy a 
sword.” So important would it be that they have some 
means of self-defense that, if necessary, they were even to 
sell their coats to secure it. Strange though sword bearing 
may seem to us who live in a peaceful settled country such 
as the United States where there is a well organized police 
foice and where crime, despite its prevalence, is compara¬ 
tively at a minimum, it was entirely appropriate in that law¬ 
less, barbarous age. We get a glimpse of those conditions 
when Paul tells us that often he was “in perils of robbers, in 
perils from his countrymen, in perils from the Gentiles,' in 
perils in the city, in perils in the wilderness, in perils in the 
sea, in perils among false brethren.” If we lived under such 
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conditions we would have occasion to become much better 
acquainted with weapons than we now are. 

The fact that one of the disciples, Peter, misused his 
sword a little later, striking at a servant of the high priest 
with evident intent of killing him but succeeding only in 
cutting off an ear, does not invalidate this teaching. Jesus’ 
rebuke to Peter was not a command to destroy the sword, 
nor to throw it away, but simply, “Put up the sword into 
the sheath” (John 18:11), implying that while this was not 
the proper time or place to use it since He proposed to make 
a voluntary surrender, there would, nevertheless, be appro¬ 
priate occasions for its future use. And the further admoni¬ 
tion, “All they that take the sword shall perish with the 
sword,” expresses a truth which has been proved over and 
over again in everyday life, — those who rely on the sword 
above everything else, those who put their trust in the sword 
instead of putting it in God, inevitably perish. The gang¬ 
ster who puts his trust in the pistol perishes by the pistol, 
for the very simple reason that the officers of the law are 
authorized to take the pistol against him. We are to put 
our trust in the Lord, although He expects us to use the 
ordinary means at our disposal for protection against vicious 
men as definitely as He expects us to use the ordinary means 
for providing food to keep us from starvation, or the ordi¬ 
nary means for providing clothing and shelter to keep us 
from cold and exposure. Nevertheless, Jesus does here very 
clearly forbid warfare as a means of propagating the Gos¬ 
pel; and where this principle has been violated with so- 
called “religious wars” the Church and the nations have 
suffered untold injury. 

Another interesting sidelight in connection with Peter’s 
use of the sword and the words of the disciples a short time 
before that, “Lord, behold here are two swords,” is that this 
little group of disciples, with Jesus as their constant Leader 
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and Teacher, was not such a meek, defenseless group as 
many people seem inclined to believe. Peter’s possession of 
a sword at least suggests that others of the group may also 
have possessed swords although they did not use them so 
courageously or rashly as did Peter. In fact, immediately 
after Jesus had instituted the Lord’s Supper, as He and the 
disciples were ready to leave the upper room to go to the 
garden of Gethsemane, there were two swords in evidence 
(Luke 22:38). If defense with the sword had been wrong 
under any and all conditions certainly the disciples would 
not have gone armed, nor would Jesus have told them to 
take swords on their later journeys, nor would He have 
simply told Peter to put the sword back into the sheath. 

Too long the picture of Jesus as a weak, inoffensive, 
harmless soul has been allowed to go unchallenged. The 
New Testament certainly does not present Him as such a 
character. These characteristics have been inferred partly, 
no doubt, by the fact that in dealing with the erring and 
with those who were afflicted or sorrowful He was gentle 
and sympathetic; partly because of His admonition to “re¬ 
sist not him that is evil” (Matt. 5:38, 39, where the con¬ 
text makes it clear that He forbids the taking of revenge, 
not that He advocates non-resistance in general); and part¬ 
ly because of the fact that during His public ministry wom¬ 
en were drawn with peculiar loyalty to His service and have 
often been more active than men in the Church since that 
time. In regard to this latter consideration it is well to keep 
in mind that in the ordinary relationships between men and 
women it is the masculine qualities of strength, initiative 
and leadership, and not the feminine qualities, which wom¬ 
en admire in men. The disciples and all others who saw 
and heard Jesus were strongly impressed with His courage, 
His fearlessness. His tireless energy, and His air of supreme 
self-confidence and leadership. Repeatedly the Gospel writers 
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use the words “power” and “authority” in connection 
with Him. From the beginning of His public ministry 
until He was nailed to the cross Fie was in courageous op¬ 
position to the scribes and Pharisees, showing how they per¬ 
verted the Scriptures, denouncing them as liars and hypo¬ 
crites, and exposing their fraudulent practices. Single-hand¬ 
ed and alone He stood against those organized groups which 
were holding Flis people in mental and spiritual bondage. 
In that terrible conflict Fie was as truly a fighter as was 
Moses, or Joshua, or David, or Washington, or Grant or 
Lee. He called His disciples not to a life of ease and com¬ 
fort and safety, but to one of hardship and sacrifice and 
danger. Fie sent them out on missions which would take 
them to the ends of the earth, and warned them that they 
would suffer many persecutions and in some instances 
death. Certainly no weakling could have inspired men for 
such service as that. And for the past two thousand years 
He has been the dominating influence in our western world. 
That He used mental and moral rather than physical force 
does not alter the fact that He fought, nor does it mean 
that under appropriate occasions He would not have used 
physical force. Physical force cannot be regarded as some¬ 
thing which is wrong in itself. It is not the kind of force 
used, but rather the spirit in which it is used, that deter¬ 
mines whether or not the encounter is a fight. And the rec¬ 
ord leaves no doubt but that the purpose of Jesus was to 
defeat and silence His enemies. 

Jesus could not, of course, sanction war during His earth¬ 
ly ministry without having the whole nature of His king¬ 
dom misunderstood. The Jews were in a state of apostasy 
and were anxiously awaiting a temporal, military Messiah 
who they hoped would place himself at the head of their 
army, free them from the despised Romans, and restore the 
kingdom as it had been under David and Solomon. Jesus 
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avoided every appearance of temporal or military power for 
Himself; and even then, at the time of His death, His closest 
disciples still were not able to grasp the spiritual nature of 
the kingdom He had come to establish. In the presence of 
such people any reference to military power would have 
been entirely misunderstood. 

Yet as regards the development of the Kingdom down 
through the centuries there is a warfare of gigantic propor¬ 
tions, although its nature is often not clearly understood 
even by those within the Church. The following paragraph 
by a recent writer is worthy of careful study: 

“That Christ is the great Warrior and has fought 
the hardest battle, single-handed, against the most 
formidable enemy, and for the most worthy cause 
imaginable, that ‘the Son of God was manifested,’ as 
John says, ‘to destroy the works of the devil’ and that 
‘having spoiled principalities and powers, He made a 
show of them openly, triumphing over them,’ as Paul 
puts it, is Greek to the dyed-in-the-wool pacifist of this 
day. That Jesus Christ is the Warrior of all warriors 
and will put His foot upon the necks of His enemies, 
that He is a conqueror of Whom Joshua and Samson 
and David were types, is a conundrum to those who 
worship Him only as the Prince of Peace. Now Christ 
is the Prince of Peace, verily and truly; not one of the 
princes of Peace, but the only Peace-Maker. . . . Jesus 
more than any other prophet spoke of the righteous 
punishment of the wicked in hell. Verily, Jesus taught 
the love of God and personified it; but must not the 
same be said about the justice or righteousness of God? 
Did He not announce Himself as the Judge who will 
sentence His enemies to everlasting punishment? 
Something far more horrible than the sufferings on 
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battlefield or death by bayonet or bomb constitutes a 
vital part of the teachings of the good Master.” (Rev. 
John Bovenkerk, in The Calvin Forum.) 

Christ is called the Prince of Peace (in the Old Testa¬ 
ment, Is. 9:6). His work and teachings as applied to in¬ 
dividual hearts and to society form the only basis on which 
genuine peace can be established. But that did not mean 
that immediately upon His coming the enemies of peace 
would cease to bother, nor that the followers of Christ were 
to leave themselves defenseless before them. The general 
teachings from the Gospels concerning the Person and work 
of Christ bring out the truth which has been so well ex¬ 
pressed by Bishop Manning, the distinguished leader in the 
Protestant Episcopal Church: “Our Lord Jesus Christ, the 
Master and Saviour of us all, stands not for peace at any 
price, but for righteousness at any cost.” 

Nor is there anything in the teachings of the Apostles and 
disciples, those who were in the most intimate contact with 
Jesus during His earthly ministry and who gave us the New 
Testament, to indicate that a soldier could not also be a 
good Christian. They condemn drunkenness, adultery, ly¬ 
ing, the inordinate love of money, etc., but there is not even 
the slightest suggestion in their writings that they disap¬ 
proved of the occupation of a soldier as such. 

In Rom. 13:1-7 Paul gives us an emphatic declaration 
concerning the divinely established authority of the State, 
which incidentally includes a clear and positive statement 
against pacifism. He says: “Let every soul be in subjec¬ 
tion to the higher powers” (that is, to the civil government; 
whether kingdom, empire, republic, or pure democracy 
does not matter) “for the powers that be are ordained of 
God. Therefore he that withstandeth the power, withstand- 
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eth the ordinance of God: and they that withstand shall 
receive to themselves judgment. For rulers are not a terror 
to the good work, but to the evil. . . . For he (the ruler) is 
a minister of God to thee for good. But if thou do that 
which is evil, be afraid; for he beareth not the sword in 
vain” (the counterpart of the Old Testament command 
that ‘Svhoso sheddeth man’s blood, by man shall his blood 
be shed”) : “for he is a minister of God, an avenger for 
wrath to him that doeth evil” Here we are taught that it 
is the duty of the State to maintain law and order, if need 
be, by the sword. 

The Roman government of Paul’s day, which, of course, 
was the government that he had in mind as he wrote, pro¬ 
moted peace throughout the world by force of arms. The 
emperor was Nero, the persecutor of the Christians, the one 
under whom Paul eventually was put to death. Paul did 
not advocate loyalty to the Roman government because of 
its religious position, for it was thoroughly pagan whereas 
he was Jewish and Christian, but because all things con¬ 
sidered, it was a reasonably good government, maintaining 
a fair degree of law and order in secular affairs. Though the 
ruler was a weak and sinful man, he was, nevertheless, in his 
official capacity and without knowing it, the minister of 
God in the maintenance of justice, law and order. On sev¬ 
eral occasions Paul himself had appealed to the Roman au¬ 
thorities for military protection and had received it; hence 
he knew whereof he spoke. 

The distinction between the Church and the State has 
been clearly set forth by Dr. Albertus Pieters. “There are 
two independent sovereignties,” says he, “both ordained of 
God: Church and State. The State is as truly a divine in¬ 
stitution as the Church. The State is the trustee of the law. 
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the Church of the Gospel; the former bears the sword for 
the forcible restraint of sin, the latter holds the secret of the 
only remedy for sin. The former compels men to abstain 
from the grosser forms of open sin; the latter inspires them 
with a hatred of secret sin and a love for holiness. Both 
are necessary, and neither has the right to interfere with the 
other.” 

Jesus had said, “Render unto Caesar the things that are 
Caesar’s, and unto God the things that are God’s”; and 
Paul adds, “Render unto all their dues: tribute to whom 
tribute is due; custom to whom custom; fear to whom fear; 
honor to whom honor.” We are to obey God first and fore¬ 
most, because Pie has commanded it; and then, because He 
has also commanded it, we are to obey the earthly govern¬ 
ment. We are to remember that Caesar at his best is im¬ 
perfect and human, and at his worst thoroughly bad and 
devilish. The Caesar to whom Jesus commanded the Jews 
to be obedient was a pagan, unjust and corrupt. But despite 
these personal faults, he was the lawful head of the State. 
The Jews were subjects of the Roman Empire and partook 
of many of the benefits of orderly government. Jesus, there¬ 
fore, regarded it as their duty to pay the tax and thus help 
meet the expenses of government. It was perfectly evident, 
of course, that not all of the tax money would be spent for 
good purposes, but that did not excuse them from paying a 
reasonable amount. 

It sometimes happens that Caesar, human and fallible 
as he is, does not know, or deliberately exceeds his divinely 
appointed limitations. In such cases if a moral principle 
is involved the Christian, like the disciples when brought 
before their rulers and elders, must choose to obey God 
rather than men, regardless of the consequences. History is 
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eloquent in declaring that thousands have died martyrs’ 
deaths rather than renounce their faith. 

In the present age national governments are a moral ne¬ 
cessity without which our social institutions could not be 
preserved and developed. Anarchy would be the only alter¬ 
native. The Church does not have the power to collect 
taxes nor to maintain armed forces. Her powers are spirit¬ 
ual and declarative. But the State, possessing the power to 
collect taxes, has both the right and the duty to maintain 
police and military protection for the orderly working of 
society and for the maintenance of peaceful life and wor¬ 
ship by the Church. 

That the ruler is “a minister of God,” holding office not 
merely by the appointment of man but by the appointment 
of God (and therefore responsible for doing justice and 
punishing evil, although often negligent in his duty), is the 
teaching of the Old Testament as well as of the New. “By 
me kings reign, and princes decree justice. By me princes 
rule. And nobles, even all the judges of the earth,” Prov. 
8:15, 16. “I will establish the throne of his kingdom for 
ever,” II Sam. 7:13, God said concerning Solomon. “I have 
given all these lands into the hand of Nebuchadnezzar the 
king of Babylon, my servant; . . . therefore, serve him 
and his people, and live,” Jer. 27:6, 12. And parallel with 
this are the words of David who, although already anointed 
to be the future king of Israel and unjustly persecuted by 
the wicked Saul, when urged to kill Saul, replied, “Jehovah 
forbid that I should do this thing unto my lord, Jehovah’s 
anointed;” and again, “For who can put forth his hand 
against Jehovah’s anointed, and be guiltless?” I Sam. 24:6; 
26;9. 
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We believe that God not only created this world, but 
that He continues to govern it. Occasionally we see famines, 
floods, plagues, earthquakes, etc., in which thousands of 
lives and much property is lost. All of these things occur 
under His providential control. The perversion of the hu¬ 
man mind is such that wealth, luxury, security, prolonged 
good health, etc., often result in profound spiritual indif¬ 
ference; and God in His wisdom may work out greater good 
through some of these forms of suffering than without them. 
And if He permits and uses these things there is no valid 
reason why He should not also permit and use war as an in¬ 
strument of moral government. The sufferings caused by 
war are not necessarily any more severe or prolonged than 
are those which befall people in other ways. 

This in general has been the view held by the various 
Christian denominations concerning the lawfulness of war 
and the authority of the State in so far as they have at¬ 
tempted to base their position on Scripture. The Presbyter¬ 
ian Church for instance, sets forth its position in these 
words: 

“God, the Supreme Lord and King of all the world, 
hath ordained civil authorities to be under Him over the 
people, for His own glory and the public good: and, to 
this end hath armed them with the power of the sword, 
for the defense and encouragement of them that are 
good, and for the punishment of evil doers. 

“It is lawful for Christians to accept and execute the 
office of a magistrate, when called thereunto: in the man¬ 
aging thereof, as they ought especially to maintain piety, 
justice, and peace, according to the wholesome laws of 
each commonwealth; so, for that end, they may lawfully. 
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now tinder the Neio Testament, wage war upon just and 
necessary occasions” (Confession of Faith, Chapter 
XXIII, Section II; italics ours.) 

In these words the State is acknowledged to be of divine 
institution and its officers are declared to possess “the pow¬ 
er of the sword.” This is not a sanction for the Church to 
enter war, nor directly a sanction by the Church for its in¬ 
dividual members to enter war, although that permission is 
implied. It is specifically a sanction for the magistrate— 
by which is meant primarily the President of the United 
States, since he is commander-in-chief of the army and navy 
— to defend this nation in time of crisis. It does not re¬ 
quire war, but merely permits it “upon just and necessary 
occasions.” Even on occasions which the magistrate deems 
just, this merely says that he “may” wage war, a form of 
expression which in effect is a warning that war is not the 
only alternative in international disputes; that there are 
other things which should come first, such as diplomatic ex¬ 
change of opinions, and reasonable compromise. This form 
of expression also serves notice that if our nation is being 
plunged into war for merely selfish or ambitious reasons, 
we have the right to call a halt. 

In the light of the general and pervasive Scripture teach¬ 
ing it is quite evident that the objections which are raised 
against the Christian’s participation in military service are 
based on emotional or philosophical rather than Scriptural 
grounds. Pacifists are able to argue with some degree of 
plausibility only when dealing with a few scattered passages 
while keeping out of view the general mass of Scriptural 
evidence bearing upon the whole subject. As Christians 
we take our stand upon the interpretation of Scripture as 
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a whole; and so long as we hold to the principle that the 
Scriptures are to be accepted as the sole authority in matters 
of faith and practice, there is no valid reason for denying 
that the magistrate “may lawfully, now under the New Tes¬ 
tament, wage war on just and necessary occasions. ,, 


V. 


WAR SYMBOLISM IN THE SCRIPTURES AND IN 
THE HYMNS 

I N trying to arrive at a true understanding at to what the 
Christian attitude toward war is we should notice that in 
addition to the direct Scripture teaching the symbolism used 
in Scripture is taken largely from the army and the battle¬ 
field. The most familiar figure applied to the Church is 
that of an army following Jesus Christ as the great Com- 
mander-in-Chief. The book of Revelation, in portraying 
the future conquest of the world by the Gospel, pictures 
Christ as a Warrior upon a white horse, followed by the ar¬ 
mies of heaven upon white horses: “In righteousness He 
doth judge and make war . . . And out of His mouth pro¬ 
ceeded! a sharp sword, that with it He should smite the na¬ 
tions: and He shall rule them with a rod of iron," Rev. 
19:11, 15. 

Paul admonishes us to put on “the whole armor of God," 
which includes “the breastplate of righteousness/' “the 
shield of faith, wherewith we may be able to quench all the 
fiery darts of the evil one/' “the helmet of salvation," and 
“the sword of the Spirit." To Timothy he wrote, “Suffer 
hardship with me, as a good soldier of Jesus Christ." He 
urges the Christian to “fight the good fight of the faith," 
and declares that “we are more than conquerors through 
Him that loved us." 
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The pacifists would need to perform a major operation 
on both the Old and the New Testament in order to delete 
such passages. As Dr. G. W. Arms has remarked, “They 
would make it impossible for Paul to bring his career to an 
end by saying, “I have fought a good fight.” The ease-takers 
with whom war interferes would have to translate it, ‘I have 
played a good hand,’ or the business interests might get out 
a version, ‘I have put through a good deal’ ” 

Our easy going and luxury loving age desires a Christian¬ 
ity which can be set forth under the aspects of beauty, love¬ 
liness, meekness and humility. It is inclined to forget that 
Christianity in order to be truly biblical must have its as¬ 
pects of sternness and wrath against every wrong. The battle 
rages between the forces of righteousness, light and truth 
on the one side, and the forces of sin, darkness and error on 
the other. In this battle the Church of Christ, miltant and 
triumphant, marches as to war. 

It is hardly conceivable that the Scriptures should pre¬ 
sent the Christian life under a symbolism having to do so 
distinctly with soldiering and warfare and at the same time 
repudiate the reality for which it stands as always and ev¬ 
erywhere wrong. We cannot imagine the different aspects 
of the Christian life being set forth through a symbolism 
borrowed from the liquor traffic or the vice racket. 

Equally interesting is the symbolism used in the songs 
through which the Church has worshipped down through 
the ages. What heart does not thrill to the challenge of “On¬ 
ward, Christian Soldiers,” “The Son of God Goes Forth to 
War, A Kingly Crown to Gain.” Listen to the stirring 
words of the hymn, “Stand Up For Jesus”: 
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“Stand up, stand up for Jesus, 

Ye soldiers of the cross; 

Lift high His royal banner, 

It must not suffer loss: 

From victory unto victory 
His army He shall lead, 

Till every foe is vanquished, 
And Christ is Lord indeed . 

“Stand up, stand up for Jesus, 
The trumpet call obey; 

Forth to the mighty conflict, 

In this His glorious day: 

Ye that are men now serve Him 
Against unnumbered foes; 

Let courage rise with danger, 
And strength to strength oppose. 

“Stand up, stand up for Jesus, 
Stand in His strength alone; 

The arm of flesh will fail you, 
Ye dare not trust your own: 

Put on the Gospel armor, 

Each piece put on with prayer; 
Where duty calls, or danger. 

Be never wanting there . 

“Stand up, stand up for Jesus, 
The strife will not be long; 

This day the noise of battle. 

The next the victor's song: 

To him. that overcometh, 

A crown of life shall be; 

He with the King of Glory 
Shall reign eternally ” 
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As one writer has said, " Our pacifist friends are often 
grieved today because Christianity bristles with so many 
military terms, because the Church is so often likened to an 
army, and the Christian to a soldier. They tell us that such 
a hymn as ‘Onward Christian Soldiers’ should be deleted 
from our hymnals. But I am glad it is there. I am glad 
that once in a while in our peaceful worship there comes a 
strain of martial music and the sound of marching feet. 
For all of this serves to keep before us a fact that we should 
never forget, namely, that Christianity is a war, a war 
against sin and selfishness within us and against every mon¬ 
strous evil, against every demon of greed and cruelty and 
hate which slays the souls of men and makes the world a 
hell.”—Dr. C. Waldo Cherry. 


VI. 


HISTORICAL ASPECTS 


BRIEF glance at history should convince us that most 



TjL of the religious and political liberty which we enjoy 
today was made possible only through the willingness of 
our forefathers to struggle for their natural human rights. 
Our present day democratic nations owe their very exist¬ 
ence to the brave men who were ready to do battle for home 
and loved ones and for civil and religious liberty. 

If we go back in the history of England and search for 
her true heroes we shall find them in that noble body of 
English Calvinists whose insistence upon a purer form of 
worship and a purer life won for them the nickname “Puri¬ 
tan," to whom Macaulay refers as “perhaps the most re¬ 
markable body of men which the world has ever produced." 
“That the English people became protestant," says Ban¬ 
croft, “is due to the Puritans." And another historian, E. 
W. Smith, tells us that “The significance of this fact is be¬ 
yond computation. English Protestantism, with its open 
Bible, its spiritual and intellectual freedom, meant the 
Protestantism not only of the American colonies, but of the 
virile and multiplying race which for three centuries has 
been carrying the Anglo-Saxon language, religion, and in¬ 
stitutions into all the world." 

Cromwell, the great Puritan leader and commoner, 
planted himself upon the solid rock of Scripture, and called 
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to himself soldiers who had also planted themselves upon 
that same rock. The result was an army which for purity 
and heroism surpassed anything that the world has ever 
seen. Let us not forget that it was that army which over¬ 
threw Catholicism and secured our Protestant heritage. 
Professor John Fiske, who has been ranked as one of the 
two greatest American historians says, “It is not too much to 
say that in the seventeenth century the entire political fu¬ 
ture of mankind was staked upon the questions that were 
at issue in England. Had it not been for the Puritans, 
political liberty would probably have disappeared from the 
world. If ever there were men who laid down their lives in 
the cause of mankind, they were those grim old Ironsides, 
whose watch-words were texts of Holy Writ, and whose 
battle-cries were hymns of praise.” 

And a century before Cromwell’s time there had been 
another great deliverance in English history. In 1588 the 
Spanish Armada set sail for the conquest of England. 
Though the Pope had blessed the Armada, God blessed 
and saved Protestant England, and determined the course 
of history. 

In the struggle which freed the Netherlands from the 
dominating power of the Papacy and from the cruel yoke 
of Spain we have another glorious chapter in the history 
of humanity. The tortures of the Inquisition were applied 
there as in few other places. That blood-thirsty monster, 
the Duke of Alva, boasted that within the short sspace of 
five years he had delivered 18,600 heretics to the execu¬ 
tioner. 

“The number of Netherlander who were burned, 
strangled, beheaded, or buried alive, in obedience to the 
edict of Charles V,” says the historian Motley, “and for the 
offense of reading the Scriptures, of looking askance at a 
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graven image, or ridiculing the actual presence of the body 
and blood of Christ in a wafer, have been placed as high as 
one hundred thousand by distinguished authorities, and 
have never been put at a lower mark than fifty thousand.” 
During that memorable struggle of eighty years, more Prot¬ 
estants were put to death for their conscientious belief by 
the Spaniards than Christians suffered martyrdom under the 
Roman emperors in the first three centuries. For nearly 
three generations Spain, the strongest nation in Europe at 
that time, labored to stamp out Protestantism and politi¬ 
cal liberty in these Calvinistic Netherlands, but failed. Be¬ 
cause they sought to worship God according to the dictates 
of their conscience and not under the galling chains of a 
corrupt priesthood their country was invaded and the peo¬ 
ple were subjected to the crudest tortures the Spaniards 
could invent. And if it be asked who effected the deliver¬ 
ance, the answer is, it was the Calvinistic Prince of Orange, 
known in history as William the Silent, together with those 
who held the same creed. Abraham Kuyper a generation 
ago wrote, “If the power of Spain at that time had not been 
broken by the heroism of the Calvinistic spirit, the history 
of the Netherlands, of Europe, and of the world would have 
been as painfully sad and dark as now, thanks to Calvinism, 
it is bright and inspiring.” 

Our distinctive American liberties, too, were purchased 
only through struggle and sacrifice. Two-thirds of the three 
million inhabitants of our country at the time of the Ameri¬ 
can Revolution were of English Puritan, Scotch Presbyter¬ 
ian, German or Dutch Reformed stock, and American inde¬ 
pendence was secured largely through their willingness to 
sacrifice life and property if need be. The opening of the 
Revolutionary struggle found the Puritan, Presbyterian and 
Reformed ministers and churches lined up solidly on the 
side of the colonists, and Bancroft credits the Presbyterians 
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with having made the first bold move toward independ¬ 
ence. The synod which assembled in Philadelphia in 1775 
was the first religious body to declare openly and publicly 
for independence. It urged the people under its jurisdic¬ 
tion to leave nothing undone that would promote the end 
in view, and called upon them to pray for the Congress 
which was then in session. 

We live in a day in which the struggles and sacrifices of 
our ancestors in securing these religious and political liber¬ 
ties have been largely forgotten. If space permitted much 
more might be said concerning our blood-bought liberties 
in Church and State. Would that all of us could realize the 
condition that both Europe and America would be in today 
had the peace-at-any-price philosophy prevailed down 
through the centuries. The practical realities of this world 
teach us on every hand that the nation which is not willing 
to struggle for freedom has no right to hope for peace. 

Not long ago when the lawfulness of military service was 
being debated in one of our church assemblies a very clear- 
thinking minister spoke these words which are even more 
applicable today: “By the way,” said he, “how is it that we 
can engage in such a debate as this? There are some na¬ 
tions in this year of grace, where even this paper would 
come under the ban, and many a Cayuga controversialist 
would be double timed into a concentration camp. Where 
did we get the right to express our convictions openly and 
all our other much loved and jealously kept liberties? The 
blood of many a soldier fairly cries from the ground of the 
battle fields of our nation, ‘I won it for you/ The Liberty 
Bell proclaimed our independence, but Valley Forge and 
Yorktown won it for us. The Epistle to Philemon was the 
death knell of slavery but in our land it was not the peace¬ 
ful underground railway or the Missouri Compromise that 
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accomplished its destruction. Rather the battle of Gettys¬ 
burg and the little room at Appomattox/* 

“We have very vivid contemporary examples that the 
world apart from Christ has changed not a whit for the bet¬ 
ter. There are still some nations as there are individuals 
who can only be kept in check by fear of physical punish¬ 
ment. It is by no means impossible that some ungodly na¬ 
tion may take the war path in our direction; when our 
dearly bought and much loved liberties and institutions are 
threatened with suspension if not with destruction; when 
our country which we love and to which we owe so much 
under God calls us to its aid,—in that case, my brethren, I 
am going. And overture or not, freely and willingly, so will 
you/*— Rev. Harold P. Melcher. 

We have said that war is a terrible thing, and that it is 
not to be engaged in except as a last resort. But the same 
can be said about last-resort surgical operations. If we are 
driven to war we must undertake it in the same spirit that 
a conscientious Christian surgeon undertakes a terrible op¬ 
eration as a last resort. And as most surgical operations can 
be avoided if the simple rules of health and ordinary cor¬ 
rective measures are applied in time, so most wars can be 
avoided if moral and spiritual principles are given their 
rightful place and a reasonable attempt is made to live at 
peace with other nations. If during the last one hundred 
years we Americans had devoted one tenth as much time to 
our moral and spiritual development as we have devoted to 
our material and economic development not only would we 
have been much more advanced ourselves, but our influence 
over the other nations of the world would have been far 
more uplifting. 


VII. 


WAR CAUSED BY SIN 



HENCE come wars and whence come fighting among 


V V you? come they not hence, even of your pleasures that 
war in your members? Ye lust and have not: ye kill, and cov¬ 
et, and cannot obtain: ye fight and war; ye have not, because 
ye ask not.” In these words James gives us the divine ap¬ 
praisal of human nature, and the real cause of wars. Lust, 
covetousness, inordinate love of pleasure, and the friend¬ 
ship of the world, he says, is enmity with God. 

In an ideal world there would be no sin, and therefore 
no war. But we do not live in an ideal world. We are living 
in a world of deep unrest, a world into which sin has entered 
with devastating effect. Although it is not popular doctrine 
today, and although we have not space here to elaborate 
the doctrine, the Scriptures teach clearly and repeatedly 
that we are members of a fallen race. They teach that as a 
result of Adam's sin every person born into this world 
enters it not in a normal but in an abnormal spiritual con¬ 
dition, and that the primary cause of quarrels between in¬ 
dividuals and wars between nations is unregenerate, sinful 
human nature. So long as men's hearts are filled with sin 
it is vain to expect them to live together in peace and har¬ 
mony. War is only the outward symptom of a disease which 
is much more deep seated. And while we rightly do all in 
our power to treat the symptom, it is vain to expect any 
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real or permanent cure until the disease itself has been 
brought under control. God does not prohibit war because 
He does not prohibit the consequences of sin. War is not 
an isolated and separate spiritual or religious problem, but 
merely a part of the much greater and more central problem 
of sin. 

Most pacifists ignore completely the Scripture teaching 
that we enter this world as members of a fallen race, and 
assume rather that human nature is inherently good. They 
stress their broad doctrine of “the Fatherhood of God and 
the brotherhood of men”, and ignore the fact that not the 
whole human race as such, but only those who have been 
regenerated by the supernatural power of the Holy Spirit 
are truly children of God. “Except one be born anew, he 
cannot see the kingdom of God,” said Jesus, John 3:3. “As 
many as received Him, to them gave He the right to become 
children of God, even to them that believe on His name: 
who are born, not of blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor 
of the will of man, but of God,” said John, 1:12, 13. Jesus 
declared that the Pharisees were not the children of God 
but of the Devil (John 8:44), — that is, as judged by their 
inner governing nature they were not righteous and holy 
like God, but fallen and sinful like the Devil, and there¬ 
fore properly to be called his children. There is, of course, 
a broad sense in which God as the creator of all men is said 
to be the Father of all men. But man by his fall into sin 
lost his estate of innocence and purity, and came to be 
actuated by a nature similar to that possessed by the Devil, 
who also is a fallen creature. This does not mean that fallen 
men are as bad as the Devil, but that in principle they are 
possessed of the same kind of spiritual nature, and that if 
not hindered by material or social restraints they tend to 


56 CHRISTIAN ATTITUDE TOWARD WAR 


become worse and worse. So often we hear it said that war 
is caused by unsound economic or social conditions, and, 
of course, these usually are the immediate and outward 
causes. But how any one professing to take his religion 
from the Bible can make a survey of the causes leading to 
war and totally overlook the fundamental cause, sinful hu¬ 
man nature, is a mystery to us. 

It is to be acknowledged, of course, that in the arguments 
and attitudes of the pacifists there is usually a fine idealism, 
a noble purpose, a sincere desire to establish world peace. 
But also in every plan suggested thus far there has been a 
fatal lack, a vitiating principle, which dooms the program 
to failure and defeat. Almost invariably human depravity 
is the element which is not given sufficient consideration. 
That is the fatal defect which wrecks their hopes and makes 
false prophets of those who put their chief reliance on so¬ 
cial improvement, education. League of Nations, World 
Courts, etc. We certainly do not mean to imply that these 
things are not good in themselves, for they are and should 
be furthered by all legitimate means. But we do wish to 
point out that until the hearts of men are changed the up¬ 
lift which comes from improved social and political condi¬ 
tions can be but temporary. At no time in history had these 
things been so aggressively furthered, nor was pacifist senti¬ 
ment so widespread and articulate, as during the twenty 
year period which preceded the outbreak of the second 
World War; and yet they failed to prevent the development 
of huge military machines and the mass psychology in sev¬ 
eral nations which led straight toward that war. The initial 
step in the direction of sensible disarmament is for individu¬ 
als and nations to turn over a new leaf and repent. To put 
military disarmament before moral and spiritual disarma- 
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ment is to act foolishly and to leave civilization at the mercy 
of barbaric and beastly impulses. 

To state the case in other words, we can say that the un¬ 
derlying fallacy of the whole pacifist movement is that it 
places reform before redemption, or even attempts reform 
without redemption. War is a result of sin on the part of 
the aggressor, and until the world reaches a higher state 
spiritually and morally than that which it now occupies 
there must continue to be wars, tumults, riots and blood¬ 
shed. These are the natural fruits of sin. Christ did not 
come primarily as a Reformer, but as a Redeemer. His first 
objective was not the outward abolition of slavery, or war, 
or political oppression, or poverty, but an inward change 
in the hearts of men which in due time would automatically 
destroy all of these evils. In order to be effective and per¬ 
manent reform must follow redemption. It cannot precede 
redemption for it is produced by a power which no man 
has of himself, a power which God gives only to those who 
truly accept His Son Jesus Christ as the only Saviour from 
sin. 

What folly it is, then, for the Church to neglect her real, 
God-given mission, which is that of delivering souls from 
the bondage of sin through the preaching of faith in Christ 
and His finished work, and to embark on programs calling 
for the reformation of the world through national disarma¬ 
ment and kindred social and political movements. While 
these things are good in their place they are, nevertheless, 
only external and mechanical so far as the real needs of 
man are concerned. Permanent peace can be ushered in 
only on a spiritual basis. We are for peace, but not for 
peace with the Devil. Man’s real trouble is not external 
but internal, and until his heart is changed, wars—or their 
equivalent in individual crimes, which, because they are 
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continuous and widespread, may be fully as bad—will con¬ 
tinue to curse the world in spite of all the pacifist programs 
that can be invented. Our task in the Church is to set forth 
the way of truth and righteousness, and to support the 
authority of the State in the preservation of peace and 
security throughout the nation. 


VIII. 


MILITARY AND POLICE FORCE BASED ON THE 
SAME PRINCIPLE 

O ONE would advocate abolishing the police protection 



-LN in our cities and towns. To do so would place life and 
property at the hands of lawless gangs. Note, for instance, 
the suddenness with which looting starts in any community 
when police protection is inadequate, particularly after 
floods, cyclones or earthquake disasters. The reason that we 
as individuals do not have to carry weapons for self-defense 
is because we have police to carry them for us. The work 
of the soldier, like that of the policeman, is not primarily 
that of killing, but of keeping others from killing. Military 
and police protection alike are based on physical force, and 
a moment’s reflection should convince us that the arguments 
of the pacifists, if logically carried out, would as effectively 
abolish every policeman from our streets as they would 
abolish our army and navy. That this is often denied does 
not alter the facts. 

Our battle against crime goes on year after year. Mr. J. 
Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bureau of Investi¬ 
gation, United States Department of Justice, declared in 
September, 1938, that there were over 13,800 desperate crim¬ 
inals listed in the public enemy files of the Bureau, and 
that the number of lawless individuals throughout the coun¬ 
try numbers over 4,600,000. We insist that the use of armed 
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force is exactly the same in principle whether it be used by 
the police to stop criminals, or used by a nation to stop an¬ 
other nation which is actuated by criminal motives. We 
are in fact fighting this army of criminals all the time. 

And that nations are sometimes actuated by criminal 
motives, and that they sometimes commit murder and rob¬ 
bery on a national scale, is as clear as any lesson that history 
teaches. In our advanced twentieth century we have seen 
great military nations arm themselves to the teeth and pro¬ 
ceed to the conquest of their weaker neighbors, unrestrained 
by any regard for morality or international justice. It is as 
important nationally to protect our country as it is locally 
to protect our homes. And that the United States with all 
of her great wealth and inexhaustible natural resources, 
rather than certain other nations which were already over- 
populated and comparatively poor, was not sooner made 
the victim of such attacks was due primarily to two reasons: 
(1) her very favorable geographical location, and (2) her 
recognized ability to defend herself. Let no one think that 
we escaped for so long for any other reasons. Certainly it 
was not because certain covetous nations failed to cast long¬ 
ing eyes in our direction. 

Right here it will be found worth while to listen to one 
of the most profound thinkers that the Church has pro¬ 
duced, one whose sound theology and practical wisdom has 
been all too much neglected by the Church in these later 
days, John Calvin. Says he: “Now, as it is sometimes neces¬ 
sary for kings and nations to take up arms for the infliction 
of public justice (i. e., the punishment of criminals), the 
same reason will lead us to infer the lawfulness of wars 
which are undertaken for this end. For if they have been 
intrusted with power to preserve the tranquility of their 
own territories, to suppress the seditious tumults of disturb- 
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ers, to succor the victims of oppression, and to punish 
crimes,—can they exert this power for a better purpose than 
to repel the violence of him who disturbs both the private 
repose of individuals and the general tranquility of the 
nation, who incites insurrections, and perpetuates acts of 
oppression, cruelty and every species of crime? If they ought 
to be the guardians and defenders of the laws, it is incum¬ 
bent upon them to defeat the efforts of all by whose injustice 
the discipline of the laws is corrupted. And if they justly 
punish those robbers, whose injuries have only extended to 
a few persons, shall they sufTer a whole district to be plun¬ 
dered and devastated with impunity? For there is no differ¬ 
ence, whether he, who in a hostile manner invades, disturbs, 
and plunders the territory of another to which he has no 
right, be a king, or one of the meanest of mankind: all per¬ 
sons of this description are equally to be considered as rob¬ 
bers, and ought to be punished as such. It is the dictate of 
natural equity, and of the nature of the office, therefore, that 
princes are armed, not only to restrain the crimes of private 
individuals by judicial punishments, but also to defend the 
territories committed to their charge by going to war against 
any hostile aggression; and the Holy Spirit, in many pas¬ 
sages of Scripture, declares such wars to be lawful/*— Insti¬ 
tutes, book iv, chapter xx. 

War is justifiable, of course, only when all honorable 
efforts to avoid it have failed. But when a nation is invaded, 
its people killed or threatened with a slavery worse than 
death and its property destroyed, it has no alternative but 
to resist—by any means and at any cost. To fail to resist 
under such conditions is both immoral and un-Christian. 
The priceless principles of religious and civil liberty for 
ourselves and for those who come after us are more impor¬ 
tant than life itself. Quite plainly there are some things 
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worse than war. To become slaves in body and soul is worse 
than death—such existence is in fact a form of living death. 
The nation or the individual who adopts a policy of peace 
at any price soon finds there are others who are ready to 
take unfair advantage. Passionately as we desire peace, 
there is a point at which the creed of pacifism breaks down 
and brings worse evils than those which it seeks to avoid. 


IX. 


AMERICA NOT A MILITARISTIC NATION 


E HAVE defined a militarist as one who favors heavy 



V V armaments, primarily for purposes of aggression 
against other nations. Judged by that definition America is 
not and never has been a militaristic nation. An historical 
survey of our national policies shows that we have aimed 
to be neither militaristic nor pacifist. We have never had a 
militarist president, general of armies, or leading statesman. 
Even our most illustrious military leaders, Washington, 
Jackson, Grant, Lee, and Pershing, have advocated only 
such military forces as were necessary to protect the orderly 
existence of the nation. 

In this connection it is of special interest to note that 
shortly before the outbreak of the second World War our 
standing army numbered only 187,000 men and officers, our 
navy 116,000, and the marines 19,000, or a total of only 
322,000. (United States Information Service, Washington, 
D. C.) That means that at that time only about one-fourth 
of one per cent of our population was in the military ser¬ 
vice of the country, which, incidentally, was also about the 
same proportion as existed between the police and the civil¬ 
ian population. In all other great countries the ratio was 
from ten to fifty times as great. In actual size our total 
forces were exceeded by those of fifteen other nations, al- 
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though in population we were exceeded only by China, 
India, and Russia. These figures show quite clearly that 
the United States is not a militaristic nation and that she 
desires to live in peace with other nations. 

We have seen that the services which the army and navy 
render nationally is very similar to and just as necessary as 
that which the police force renders locally. We believe that 
America should have an army and navy sufficient to insure 
national peace and security, the size of which, of course, will 
vary from year to year depending on the conditions which 
exist in the outside world. The present tragic plight of 
China and of numerous European nations shows what can 
happen when an unprepared nation, even though it be a 
great one, is suddenly attacked by another which is highly 
militarized. We must never allow our nation to sink into 
such a helpless condition. 

There is much wisdom in the advice given by George 
Washington: “To be prepared for war is one of the most 
effectual means of preserving peace.” Washington was 
neither a militarist nor a pacifist but a clear-minded realist, 
and his words are as true today as when he spoke them. We 
are easily the richest nation in the world, and at all times 
we must keep reasonable guard lest some ruthless nation 
bent on conquest take advantage of our lack of defense. A 
nation cannot be armed in a day. Experience shows that 
years of careful planning and training are required to put a 
nation on a war-time basis. While our peace-time arma¬ 
ments should not be heavy, they should be strong enough 
on land and sea and in the air that aggressor nations will 
not be tempted to molest us. 
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And lest any one have any doubt about the resources we 
have to protect, let us consider the following information 
as published in The Sphere : 

“With 6 per cent of the world’s area and 7 per cent 
of its population ours is: Oil, 70 per cent; wheat and 
cotton, 60 per cent; copper and iron, 50 per cent; lead 
and coal, 40 per cent; telephone service, 60 per cent; 
railroad service, 33 per cent. Of the world’s consump¬ 
tion ours is: Coffee, 48 per cent; tin, 53 per cent; sug¬ 
ar, 21 per cent; silk, 72 per cent; iron, 42 per cent; cop¬ 
per, 47 per cent; petroleum, 69 per cent; automobiles, 
80 per cent. We have more than half the world’s 
monetary metal—gold and silver—and more than 75 
per cent of the world’s banking resources. Our nation 
of 130,000,000 people has a purchasing power and 
enjoys a consumption of conveniences and necessities 
equivalent to that of 500,000,000 Europeans or 
1,000,000,000 Asiatics.’’ 

Three out of four American homes have electric power, 
four out of five have radios. We possess within our borders 
almost unlimited quantities of the vital military necessities. 
We can produce more steel than all of Europe combined. 
Our automobile factories running only on daylight sched¬ 
ules in normal times are capable of producing 8,000,000 
automobiles per year. Our tractor production runs into the 
millions. Motorized equipment and tanks, which are the 
backbone of modern warfare, are simply automobiles and 
tractors in steel jackets. Airplanes and high speed torpedo 
boats can be turned out in almost unlimited quantities. 
Potentially we are the greatest military power on earth, and 
if we are vigilant and prepared we shall not need to fear 
invasion by any other power or probable group of powers. 
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But let us never place too much confidence in the mere 
possession of these resources. The second World War has 
impressed upon us all the more forcibly the truth that years 
are required to develop a well coordinated military ma¬ 
chine. At the beginning of this war the British and French, 
who also possessed great potential resources, suddenly found 
that they had to defend themselves with only the equipment 
which they had immediately at hand; and our own experi¬ 
ence, particularly in the Pacific, has taught us the same 
lesson. 

Furthermore, within reasonable limits, we should be pre¬ 
pared at all times to do our duty in helping to preserve 
peace among other nations. Occupying the position that 
we do among the nations, we have a very definite responsi¬ 
bility for the preservation of world civilization. The events 
of the last few years have made us realize as never before 
that we are living in a closely knit world, and that what 
affects one nation for good or evil sooner or later affects all 
the others. For a nation to remain “neutral” when moral 
principles are involved is both immoral and cowardly. As 
long as we remain a first-rate nation we cannot isolate our¬ 
selves from the rest of the world. When we see our neigh¬ 
bor’s house entered by bandits intent on burning it and 
killing his family we are not justified in sitting idly by and 
doing nothing. We have a God-given position of power 
and influence among the nations of the world, and that 
means that sometimes we must act or help act as policeman 
in maintaining peace and justice. We cannot escape that 
duty even if we wish. We have performed it on numerous 
occasions in the past, and almost invariably with proper 
reserve. Whether it is more Christian for a strong man to 
see a bully mistreating a small boy and do nothing about 
it, or tell him to “lay off” or take the consequences, we leave 
our readers to decide. 
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Our established policy is one of peace with all nations. 
We were drawn into both the first and the second World 
War with great reluctance, and we may be sure that in the 
future the United States will not be drawn into war of any 
kind unless compelled to resist the aggression of another 
nation. Past experience justifies us in saying that American 
preparedness for war is the best guarantee of peace. This is 
not militarism, or sword-rattling, but a necessary precaution 
for the protection of a free people and their free institu¬ 
tions. It is our national life, fire, and property insurance. 

On numerous occasions Great Britain in particular as a 
world empire has rendered valuable service in preserving 
peace among other nations. Although not officially support¬ 
ing Christian missions, Christians missions have been wel¬ 
come and have thrived wherever the British flag has gone. 
Her present temporary (we hope it is only temporary) 
slump in military power has made us realize more clearly 
than ever before how beneficial was her world-wide influ¬ 
ence in maintaining peace. The recent troubles in China, 
Ethiopia, Spain, Czechoslovakia, and Poland did not start 
until the nation contemplating the aggression was con¬ 
vinced that Great Britain was too much occupied elsewhere 
or too poorly prepared to call a halt. The League of Na¬ 
tions, of course, was designed to prevent international in¬ 
justice and to promote closer understanding between na¬ 
tions, but it failed, not because the League ideal was wrong, 
but for the simple reason that there was not sufficient coop¬ 
eration among the nations and that it had no effective po¬ 
lice force through which it could back up its decrees with 
physical force. 

The United States has been very reluctant to assume 
leadership among the nations. That course was open to 
her at the close of the first World War, but she chose to fol¬ 
low a policy of isolation. She refused to join the League of 
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Nations or the World Court, disbanded practically all of 
her army, scrapped valuable units of her navy, erected pro- 
hibitative tariffs which did much to stifle international 
commerce, and passed such strict immigration laws that 
even those who were capable of becoming desirable citi¬ 
zens were largely excluded. But, whether she likes it or not, 
the events of the last few years and particularly the role she 
has been called upon to play in the second World War 
have thrust her into a position of leadership among the 
nations. We believe that despite her faults we are justified 
in saying that the United States is the most progressive, the 
most unselfish and the most Christian nation in the world; 
and with a population approximately three times that of 
the British Isles, with vast natural resources and great in¬ 
dustrial capacity the United States is peculiarly fitted—we 
may even say providentially appointed—to be a strong up¬ 
lifting, guiding and stabilizing influence throughout the 
world. 


X. 


NOT TO OBEY THE GOVERNMENT BLINDLY 


E HAVE said in effect that under ordinary conditions 



V V it is the duty of every loyal citizen to obey his govern¬ 
ment and to serve in the armed forces of his country if 
called. We must make it clear, however, that such service is 
not to be rendered blindly or mechanically. God alone is 
Lord of the conscience. Our first loyalty is to Him, and we 
cannot transfer that loyalty to any group of officials, no mat¬ 
ter how sincere their intentions. In this day of abundant 
newspapers, magazines, radio news reports, etc., it is the 
duty of every citizen, and particularly of every Christian 
citizen, to keep himself intelligently informed concerning 
national and world events. Particularly in times of national 
crises the person who knows himself to be liable for military 
service should take it upon himself to become a real student 
of events so that he may act intelligently. That the causes 
of modern wars are often complex is no sufficient excuse for 
rendering blind obedience to the government. 

If, however, because of the complexity of causes, the citi¬ 
zen is not able to determine for himself whether or not the 
war is just, he should obey the order from his government 
just as he would obey an order from the courts in civil 
affairs, realizing that as a private citizen he may not be in 
possession of all of the important facts. He must remember 
that the right of judgment concerning war has been com¬ 
mitted of God to the government in much the same way 
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that the right of judgment concerning accused persons is 
committed to the courts. It is indeed a heavy responsibility 
that falls on men who are at the head of the government, 
and Christians in particular have felt it deeply. The fact 
that governments and courts, like church synods and coun¬ 
cils, have erred and do err does not justify his rejecting their 
decisions concerning matters which fall within their rightful 
domain. Within all reasonable limits the government, like 
the courts, should be given the benefit of the doubt. In 
such cases the citizen is to assume that the lawful rulers of 
the country, with their wider experience and their more de¬ 
tailed or confidential information, have decided wisely. At 
least the chief responsibility for the action taken rests on 
the government. Particularly in times of national crisis the 
citizen is to obey government orders, not merely when he 
can find clear Scriptural grounds for the things commanded, 
but regularly unless he can find a Scriptural command or 
principle sufficiently clear to justify his refusal. As Dr. Clar¬ 
ence Bouma has pointed out, “The duty to obey the govern¬ 
ment is one of the basic duties of all Christian social ethics. 
The solemn teaching on this score of Paul in Romans 13 is 
plain. A state in which the citizen obeys the government 
only when it suits his convenience is no state and that gov¬ 
ernment is no government/* 

If, however, the citizen is convinced that the particular 
war into which his country is about to enter is morally 
wrong, it becomes his duty to protest to the proper govern¬ 
mental authorities and to seek to prevent the nation from 
entering upon what he believes would be a murderous or 
suicidal course. Or if, having joined the army, later evi¬ 
dence brings him to the conclusion that the war is unjust, 
he should voice his protests and refuse to take any further 
part in what he believes to be the mass murder of his fellow 
men. Even though such action should bring upon him ridi- 
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cule, hatred, imprisonment, or even death, let him stand up 
and take the consequences like a man. When the govern¬ 
ment commands the citizen to do something which God has 
forbidden, or to refrain from doing something which God 
has commanded, the government has then stepped out of 
its lawful sphere, and it is his right and duty to disobey 
such a command. When the early disciples were com¬ 
manded by the rulers not to preach or teach in the name 
of Jesus they flatly refused to obey, saying, “Whether it be 
right in the sight of God to harken unto you rather than 
unto God, judge ye: for we cannot but speak the things 
which we saw and heard.” When in various European coun¬ 
tries Protestant believers refused to deny their faith at the 
command of Roman Catholic rulers, even joyfully suffer¬ 
ing persecution, and martyrdom, they did a highly meritori¬ 
ous thing, and today we honor them as heroes of the faith. 
If we should be commanded to give up our Christian faith, 
or to blaspheme the name of God, or to live an immoral life, 
it would be our duty to disobey such a command. For in 
such cases the ruler has exceeded his lawful authority. 


XI. 


PACIFIST PLEDGES 

T HROUGH the influence of pacifist campaigns carried 
on during the last few years hundreds of young people 
in our colleges and universities and in youth conferences 
have been persuaded to sign pledges to the effect that they 
renounce war and never, directly or indirectly, will they sup¬ 
port or sanction another regardless of the causes or the ap¬ 
parent justification. What blind folly to make such a 
pledge when the person has no way of knowing what the 
issues may be if the country is called to arms! Some time 
ago a pacifist questionnaire designed to have much the 
same effect as a pledge was circulated rather extensively 
among ministers of churches by a group of ministers in New 
York City. While we are not to give blind allegiance to the 
government in any venture it may undertake, we certainly 
should not go to the other extreme and blindly pledge our¬ 
selves never to defend our country under any conditions. 
Such pledges are not only treasonable, but un-Scriptural 
and un-Christian; and instead of ushering in an era of 
peace as sincerely intended by their sponsors, they have just 
the opposite effect in that they leave the country unprotect¬ 
ed and thus invite aggression. 

With brute force and terrorism the accepted policy of 
several large nations at the present time, with ruthless men 
in power who repeatedly have shown themselves unre¬ 
strained by any sense of morality or international justice. 
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men at whose command millions of other men fully armed 
but with little or no understanding of the issues involved 
are ready to invade the territory of a peaceable neighbor, it 
ill becomes us to pledge ourselves never to fight even in self- 
defense. For years before the outbreak of the second World 
War the democracies pursued a policy of “appeasement” in 
their relations with the dictator nations, hoping that each 
new concession would leave the aggressors satisfied. But that 
policy did not lead to peace. It led only to a series of dis¬ 
asters. 

And if any person feels that the United States can abolish 
her army and navy and face the future without fear of in¬ 
vasion, let him remember that only recently we have seen 
the life of one democratic nation after another snuffed out 
and that now Britain stands alone as the last stronghold of 
democracy in western Europe. Let him realize that those 
who have lived in a world dominated by the British and 
American patterns of government, law, culture, and ways 
of life, would find the Nazi rule, with its military control, 
Gestapo, concentration camps, and government regulation 
of even the personal affairs of the people, as different as life 
on another planet. Let him read the eye-witness accounts 
of the war in China where an unprovoked aggressor has 
laid w r aste whole cities and provinces and has committed 
the most fiendish crimes, where the capture of one city after 
another as reported by reliable missionaries has been fol¬ 
lowed by wild orgies of murder and rape. Chinese soldiers 
who attempted to surrender were in many instances not 
taken prisoners but simply shot down, since feeding and 
policing them would have become an added burden. Let 
the signer of a pacifist pledge ask himself what he would do 
if such things were to happen in his own country and to his 
own home. Let him ask himself if our fate would have been 
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any different had our geographical location and our recog¬ 
nized ability to defend ourselves not deterred the aggressor. 
When brute force replaces the ordinary standards of con¬ 
duct the men or nations who practice it will not listen to 
pious exhortations as to how they should act. We have 
abundant proof of that. The only reason they will listen 
to is that which comes out of the mouth of a cannon, or 
from the explosion of bombs. 


The pacifist does not face up to the realities of life. He 
has no method for dealing with unprovoked aggression; 
and to apply prematurely his principle of non-resistance is 
but to invite a backward reaction and to postpone the day 
of real peace. 


It is an easy thing to fall under the spell of pacifist propa¬ 
ganda on a college campus, or in a summer conference, of 
in a peaceful church in a well-policed city; but let us face 
these issues in the light of actual events, not as theories.' 
but as facts, and the solution will not appear so simple. To 
be engaged in mortal combat with another human being 
or with another army is, of course, a dreadful thing. We 
are under no illusions about that. Yet under circumstances' 
which sometimes occur in this world when men or nations 
are actuated by lust and avarice we are confident that such 
combat is not only sanctioned of God but that it is our duty/ 
to perform it with all available resources. Conditions may 
arise under which it becomes just as distinctly our Christian 
duty to fight or wage war, as under other conditions it is 
our Christian duty not to fight or wage wan In times of 
unrest, it may be nothing less than criminal folly to disarm. 


In days of peace and security we are too much inclined 
to forget that the birthrights which this generation enjoys, 
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such as religious, political and economic freedom, have been 
purchased with the high price of human suffering and sac¬ 
rifice, much of it on the fields of battle. Unfortunately, 
perhaps, many of those who in time of national emergency 
have refused to meet their constitutional obligations con¬ 
tinue to enjoy these privileges along with the rest of the 
population. No honorable person, however, wants to be a 
parasite on the public. As has been eloquently said by Gen¬ 
eral Douglas MacArthur, hero of the battle of the Phil¬ 
ippines, “To exercise privilege without assuming atten¬ 
dant responsibility and obligation is to occupy a position 
of license, a position apparently sought by men who do not 
hesitate to avail themselves of the privileges conferred by 
our democracy upon its citizens, but who, in effect, pro¬ 
claim their willingness to see this nation perish rather 
than participate in its defense ... If we acknowledge the 
prerogative of the individual to disregard the obligations 
placed upon him by American citizenship, it seems only 
logical to ask him to forego all rights guaranteed by such 
citizenship.” 

Furthermore, pledges such as we have mentioned cannot 
be carried out consistently in practice. History shows that 
the pacifist will fight when in real danger. Reports from 
England during the years 1940 and 1941 and from our own 
draft boards indicate that less than one per cent of those 
who were called to military service pleaded conscientious 
objections. During the first World War many of those who 
had previously been so opposed to all preparedness turned 
over and tried to make amends for their past influence by 
becoming vociferous supporters of what they termed “a 
war to end war.” And since Japan’s treacherous attack on 
the American forces in Pearl Harbor we have again wit¬ 
nessed the very same phenomenon. 
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The pacifist reasoning seems usually to be based on the 
assumption that there will not be any war unless we take 
the initiative and invade some other nation. The possibili¬ 
ty that some other nation would start a war of aggression 
against us seems not even to enter their thoughts. That par¬ 
ticular kind of thought tends to develop during prolonged 
periods of peace, only to die out rather quickly when war 
actually comes. But in the meantime its demoralizing in¬ 
fluence has weakened the nation and perhaps left it in a 
defenseless position, or in a position from which it can es¬ 
cape only at a hideous cost in men and materials. The paci¬ 
fist psychology rests on a false theological basis, namely, on 
the assumption that human nature is inherently good and 
needs only to be surrounded with good influences in order 
to be persuaded to behave decently, whereas, as we have 
pointed out in another connection, Scripture teaches most 
emphatically, and experience bears out the teaching, that 
man in his present condition possesses a fallen sinful na¬ 
ture, that he is essentially selfish, and that if unrestrained 
there is no limit to the injustices he will commit against 
his fellow men. 

To be consistent in keeping his pledge that neither direct¬ 
ly nor indirectly will he support another war, the pacifist 
certainly should refuse to pay taxes which are used to build 
new defenses or to pay off debts incurred in that event. Dur¬ 
ing normal times between one-half and two-thirds of the tax 
money collected by our government is spent for armaments 
to be used in case of future wars or to pay off debts incurred 
during past wars. During the present emergency we are 
spending more money on armaments than we are collecting 
in taxes. Certainly the person who helps to finance a war 
and thus pays for the training of the soldier and for the 
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weapons with which he fights, is as definitely implicated as 
the one who bears arms. Yet we hear of no pacifists deny¬ 
ing the right of the government to collect these taxes or re¬ 
fusing on conscientious grounds to pay them. 

And if it is foolish and treasonable for individuals to make 
such pledges, how much more foolish and treasonable and 
un-Christian it is for Church councils to pledge whole de¬ 
nominations to such a course! We believe in the effectual 
separation of Church and State, and on that premise, it cer¬ 
tainly is not the function of the Church to pre-judge and de¬ 
cide the policies of government even before the issues are 
known. Political pronouncements, particularly those hav¬ 
ing to do with the defense of the country, are entirely out 
of place when coming from Church courts or from indi¬ 
vidual Church “leaders." Clear thinking government offi¬ 
cials, whose special study is world conditions and trends 
and who have access to confidential information which the 
private citizen does not have, are the only ones qualified to 
make such pronouncements. There are few things which 
can more quickly bring the good name of the Church into 
justified disrepute than for her to presume to dictate in 
matters which are outside of her lawful sphere. She has the 
right and the duty to speak concerning things which are 
morally right and wrong, but her pronouncements concern¬ 
ing things which are primarily political or economic have 
too often proved to be short-sighted, impractical, or even 
dangerous. Let her beware lest she be led into any position 
which involves repudiation of the teachings of Scripture or 
treason to the nation. Her immediate duty is, not the ob¬ 
struction of the necessary functions of civil government 
through the instillation of a pacifist psychology in the 
minds of the people, nor a campaign for the abolition of 
our national military protection, but the promotion of the 
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only permanently constructive policy of peace, the presen¬ 
tation of the Gospel of redemption to individual souls. As 
individuals are changed, the nations will be changed, and 
the causes which lead to war will be abolished. There is no 
other way. 


XII. 


CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS 


C LOSELY related to the subject of pacifist pledges is that 
of conscientious objectors. We have already given abun¬ 
dant proof that the Scriptures do not support that position. 
It would seem to be self-evident that when the country has 
to be defended in order to prevent aggression every able 
bodied man is under obligation to contribute toward that 
defense in the capacity in which he is best fitted. That will 
mean outright military service for some and work behind 
the lines or in the factories for others, the government being 
the final arbitrator as to the capacity in which each person 
shall serve. Surely every person who has enjoyed or who ex¬ 
pects to enjoy the blessings and privileges of life in a par¬ 
ticular country is under obligation to assist in the defense 
of that country. 

Too often conscientious objections have been pleaded 
merely as a cloak for cowardice. If, however, the objector 
is sincere, as many of course are, he can at least be given 
work behind the lines or in a factory producing needed sup¬ 
plies after due inquiry has been made to establish his sin¬ 
cerity. That was the practice followed by the United States 
during the first World War, and still in effect at the present 
time. Yet in regard to our school system we make no such 
exceptions in behalf of those who do not wish to educate 
their children, even though they may be conscientiously op¬ 
posed to our school system. Nor do we excuse any one from 
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the duty of paying taxes even though he may be conscien¬ 
tiously opposed to our form of government or to the pur¬ 
pose for which the tax money is spent. Nor is such practice 
considered undemocratic or unreasonable. But because of 
the personal element involved it is acknowledged that one 
who is conscientiously opposed to military service probably 
will not make a good soldier and had better be assigned to 
some other work. The first step Gideon took in preparing 
his army for the battle was to get rid of those who were un¬ 
willing; then he ridded himself of the inefficient. We do 
not admit the conscientious objector’s claim to be valid, for 
the simple reason that it is based on a false premise. But only 
in case he refuses to aid his country in this more limited ca¬ 
pacity should he be punished with a fine or imprisonment. 

We are told that during the first World War many of the 
conscientious objectors in England who were Quakers 
proved their sincerity and their patriotism by volunteering 
to man the mine sweepers, a work which they knew quite 
well would expose them to more danger than would regular 
army or navy service. We respect the courage and sincerity 
of such men even though we do not agree with all of their 
reasoning. 

In this connection it should be remembered that not the 
individual conscience but the full system of doctrine taught 
in the Scriptures is the final authority for both faith and 
practice. Individual statements in the Bible are sometimes 
taken out of their context and used to support false posi¬ 
tions. But the Bible is not self-contradictory. It contains 
one unified system of truth, all parts of which if taken in 
their true context and properly understood are consistent 
with all other parts. And in that system war is authorized 
under certain conditions. When we find a person whose 
conscience disapproves of something of which the Bible 
approves we may be sure that he has been misled somehow. 
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God has ordained civil governments and commands that His 
children shall render all lawful obedience to them. To 
these governments has been given the duty locally and na¬ 
tionally to preserve law and order, even though in order 
to do so they sometimes have to resort to the use of force. 

Good Christians often differ in their judgments as to 
what things are right and what are wrong, e.g., the use of 
tobacco, theatre attendance, the amount of money they 
may spend for luxuries, Sabbath observance, etc. Given a 
particular background, the individual’s moral judgment de¬ 
cides whether any particular action is right or wrong. Then 
after he has acted or has refrained from acting his conscience 
tells him whether he as an individual and in those particu¬ 
lar circumstances did right or wrong. Due to a perversion 
of the moral judgment conscience does not tell the Chris¬ 
tian Scientist that he is doing wrong when he refuses to 
call a doctor for himself or for a member of his family who 
is sick; nor does it tell a Mormon that he is doing wrong 
when he practices polygamy. Conscience is infallible only 
in the sphere of moral intention. But neither the moral 
judgment nor the conscience is infallible as to what is ul¬ 
timately right or wrong. To find that out we must go to 
the Scriptures. 


XIII. 


MODERN PACIFIST MOVEMENT ALLIED WITH 
RADICALISM 

A NOTHER prominent feature of the modern pacifist 
movement to which we strenuously object is its leader¬ 
ship, particularly in the interdenominational and political 
spheres. While there are many sincere Christians connected 
with it, an unduly large proportion of the leaders have come 
from the ranks of the socialists, humanists, modernists, athe¬ 
ists and communists, the type of people with whom it is ex¬ 
tremely dangerous to make alliances. These various groups 
find it possible to work together on a humanistic basis. 
While the Christian pacifist desires disarmament for one 
reason, the communist desires it for an entirely different 
reason; and yet the effect of their influence is the same—a 
defenseless America. The Christian pacifist desires disarma¬ 
ment because he believes that if war is thus made impos¬ 
sible man's nobler nature will assert itself and ultimately 
develop an ideal society. The communist desires disarma¬ 
ment and promotes a peace-at-any-price psychology in the 
hope that eventually an opportunity will come and his sys¬ 
tem can then be more easily imposed on an unsuspecting 
people. Each advocates it for America without any guaran¬ 
tees whatsoever that there shall also be disarmament on the 
part of other nations, particularly on the part of the highly 
militarized dictator nations. 
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Often without realizing it or intending it the Christian 
pacifist is found working hand in glove with radicals whose 
ultimate purposes are quite different from his. But what a 
bitter experience it might turn out to be for the person who 
sincerely desires world peace to discover that the system 
which he helped promote actually had the opposite effect! 
Although sincere in his purposes he surely has strange bed¬ 
fellows. And are we not told that in some respects the sons 
of this world are for their own generation wiser than the 
sons of light? 

Almost invariably the Christian pacifist turns out to be 
a modernist in the Church. He laughs at the Christian doc¬ 
trines of the sovereignty of God and the sinfulness of man; 
and, believing that human nature is essentially good and 
needs only to be properly directed, he thinks that man by 
his own efforts is working himself to a higher level of reli¬ 
gion and morality. Actuated by these assumptions, he re¬ 
pudiates the divine Christ, reduces Jesus to a mere moral 
teacher and good example, and denies or ignores the con¬ 
sequences of sin. He calls for a shorter Bible, and expects 
the kingdom of God to be established on earth largely 
through such things as social legislation, education and dis¬ 
armament conferences. 

The testimony of history is very clear to the effect that 
true Christianity tends to develop brave, courageous men 
with strong convictions for the right. Never does it produce 
cowards. True religion and true patriotism have always 
gone hand in hand, while unbelief, doubt, modernism, etc., 
have invariably been accompanied by socialism, commu¬ 
nism, radicalism, and other enemies of free government. 

Not long ago one of our church magazines had occasion 
to give this warning on its editorial page: “Conservative and 
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patriotic laymen have much fault to find with the radical 
ministers who are fairly common in the Protestant commu¬ 
nions. One described them as ‘preachers who have aban¬ 
doned the Gospel of Salvation for the Social Gospel; the 
Bible for the writings of ‘Saint* Karl Marx, and who wave 
the red flag in times of peace and the white flag in times of 
war.* The fact has often been pointed out that the social 
radical is always a modernist in theology.” 

And in a prominent article in another of our church mag¬ 
azines we find these words: ‘‘It is a fact that most of the out¬ 
standing pacifist leaders of America and Europe today are 
men who have broken with evangelical Christianity, men 
who frankly deny most, or all of the great fundamental be¬ 
liefs of Christians. The leadership of these men, so much a 
unit in their pacifist teachings, is a type of leadership evan¬ 
gelical Christians should watch carefully. For instance, Dr. 
Fosdick won for himself some time ago a great deal of pub¬ 
licity for his spectacular apology to the Unknown Soldier 
for his (Dr. Fosdick’s) share in encouraging the soldiers 
during the World War. That Dr. Fosdick has a perverted 
sense of what is wrong is indicated by the fact that he has 
yet to acknowledge his sin and ask God’s forgiveness for 
his blasphemous sermon called, ‘The Peril of Worshipping 
Jesus.* My one desire is to flee from such men and their 
leadership, but if a man identifies himself with the present 
pacifist movement he finds that type on every side and in the 
lead. This alone should provoke thought and bring pause.” 

It is not only interesting but highly instructive to observe 
the course that Modernism has followed. It is a matter of 
historical record that Modernism (‘‘Higher Criticism” as 
it was called at first, or ‘‘Destructive Criticism” as it might 
more appropriately have been called) was born in Germany 
about 100 years ago. With characteristic thoroughness and 
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efficiency German scholars set to work to study and analyze 
the Bible. But as time went on this study came to be con¬ 
ducted less and less from the standpoint of supernatural or 
evangelical Christianity, and more and more from the 
standpoint of humanistic philosophy and skepticism. Al¬ 
though many of the old terms were retained, faith in the 
Bible as a divinely inspired book was destroyed, theology 
as a science was practically discarded, man’s origin was as- 
scribed to an evolutionary process rather than to a creative 
act on the part of God, human conduct came to be based 
more and more on what was considered expedient or prac¬ 
tical rather than on a supernaturally given moral code, and 
in general a broad system of humanitarianism or self-salva¬ 
tion was substituted for the Gospel of redemption through 
Christ. The general tendency and influence of the move¬ 
ment was far more atheistic than was realized at the time. 
But while the movement arose in Germany it did not stay 
there, but spread to France, Holland, England and Ameri¬ 
ca, and with the same results. The situation was analyzed 
briefly and accurately by a recent writer in the following 
words: 


“Luther gave Germany the Bible in her own tongue 
and made her the great people which she later became, 
many of her emigrants becoming our finest citizens and 
homemakers. Then her universities began turning out 
a subtle learning which blasted the very foundations 
on which she stood. The Bible which Luther gave her, 
and with it her faith, was ploughed under. The soil 
was then left ready for any sowing and the seed which 
fell upon it was Nietzsche’s philosophy. This became 
the new philosophy of a generation that knew not Jo¬ 
seph, the philosophy of Nazism—that might makes 
right and that Christianity is wrong, full of blasphe¬ 
mies against the faith once for all delivered unto the 
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saints, letting loose on the face of the earth a scourge 
with demoniacal aim to crush all minorities and liber¬ 
ties and the determination to rule or die. Of course in 
saying these things we know there are always individu¬ 
al exceptions, and in all of this we are speaking in a 
general summary. Germany still has some of the finest 
Christians that ever lived, most of whom, however, 
are in concentration camps.”—Dr. George W. Arms. 


XIV. 


AMERICA’S PART IN THE FIRST WORLD WAR 

T HE writer is not among those who believe that Ameri¬ 
ca’s entrance into the first World War has been proven 
unrighteous or unjust. In the light of recent events one sees 
quite clearly what life in the nations of Europe as well as in 
other parts of the world would have been like had those 
peoples found themselves under the iron heel of Germany 
in 1918. It is almost universally recognized that Germany 
would have won if the United States had not intervened. 
And in that event life in the United States also would have 
been radically altered. During the war Germany made but 
little effort to conceal her plans to make France pay the 
costs of the war and to crush her permanently, and, among 
other things, to demand the surrender of the British fleet 
and by that means bring England also into a state of sub¬ 
jection. 

The treaty of Brest Litovsk which Germany imposed on 
Russia after the collapse of that nation in 1917 has always 
been regarded as the most ruthless treaty signed anywhere 
during that period, and was kept in force until abrogated 
by the allied victory on the western front. By those terms 
the rich Ukraine province, from which Russia obtains 70 
per cent of her coal, 70 per cent of her iron, and more than 
half of her wheat, was severed from Russia and made into 
a republic economically dependent on Germany and Aus- 
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tria-Hungary, and was to furnish those nations 1,000,000 
tons of foodstuffs annually—terms which would have im¬ 
poverished Russia and left her helpless before her power¬ 
ful neighbors on the west. 

That, we may be sure, is a fair sample of what Germany 
would have done to England and France had she won the 
war, although her hatred for Russia was never so intense as 
her hatred for them. American participation in that war 
was on a thoroughly humanitarian basis, and at its close we 
disbanded our army and asked no territory, no extension of 
power, nor any special commercial advantage. Our losses 
in the World War were comparatively small — a total of 
126,000 killed, which, by the way, was just about one-tenth 
of one per cent of our population. 

That the results of the war were not more satisfactory 
and permanent was due primarily to the faults of the states¬ 
men who directed the countries during the following twenty 
years rather than to the soldiers. Nevertheless the gains se¬ 
cured were immeasurable. Democracy was saved for an¬ 
other generation, and made advances in many nations. That 
the people of countries such as Russia, Germany, Italy and 
Japan, who came out from under autocratic governments 
and who were altogether untrained in democratic ways, 
were unable to preserve democratic institutions and resorted 
to dictatorships does not alter the fact that freedom and 
democracy were saved for many other nations. After their 
overwhelming victory and a noble start toward a better 
world the democracies threw away their favored position 
through a pacifist refusal to believe that in this world 
there still existed evil which could be held in check only by 
military force. They forgot that in this world of sin and 
oppression “eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.” Their 
victory was lost, not so much because it was taken from 
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them as because of the stupidity and blundering of their 
own statesmen (American included, of course), which re¬ 
duced them to a position of impotence and helplessness. 

During the period between the close of the first World 
War and the beginning of the second there was much fal¬ 
sification of history concerning the reasons for America’s en¬ 
trance into that war. A swarm of propagandists, many of 
them in the pay of foreign governments, made it their bus¬ 
iness to convince our youth that America entered that 
war in order to protect foreign loans made by Wall Street 
bankers, or because of British propaganda. That is false 
history, very false. Any one who remembers the situation 
which existed then, or who will take the time to do a little 
research, will find that America entered that war for rea¬ 
sons which in the main were the same as those which took 
her into the second World War, — because the democratic 
way of life with its freedom of the individual and its free 
institutions as those have existed in Britain, France, Hol¬ 
land, Belgium, the Scandinavian countries, Canada and 
the United States, was in grave danger. Where today the 
Nazis put forth their ideas of the “Herrenvolk” or Master 
Race, and sing their Horst Wessel, “Today we rule Ger¬ 
many, Tomorrow we rule the world,’’ Imperial Germany 
drank her toasts to “Der Tag," “the day" when Germany 
would rule the world, and flaunted on all sides her equally 
ambitious motto, “Deutschland uber alles," “Germany over 
all." And while it is often said that our controversy is not 
with the German people but with the German leaders, the 
same thing was said time and again during the first World 
War. The effort to distinguish between leaders and people 
fails to take into consideration the enthusiastic and prac¬ 
tically unanimous support that the leaders have always re¬ 
ceived. Six times within the past century Germany has 
launched wars of conquest, — against Austria, Poland, Den- 
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mark, France in 1870, the first World War, and now the 
second World War. For generations Prussian militarism 
has been drilled into the people; and regardless of who is 
at the head of the government, whether Bismark, Wilhelm, 
or Hitler, their foreign policy has shown a remarkable de¬ 
gree of continuity. 

Despite the insinuations of selfishness and false propa¬ 
ganda which pacifists and Nazi sympathizers later came to 
impute to our motives, we as a people believed that our 
cause was just. Furthermore, we believe that the Versailles 
Treaty was all in all one of the most just and generous 
treaties ever imposed by victors on the vanquished, and 
particularly so when we remember the suffering of the ci¬ 
vilian populations and the tremendous destruction which the 
invading German armies wrought in other countries while 
their own people and country remained practically un¬ 
touched. The chief errors in connection with the treaty 
were that its provisions were too easily relaxed and that 
after 1933 Germany was again allowed to put all of her en¬ 
ergies and resources into the development of another great 
military machine. Meanwhile, the blunders of our own gov¬ 
ernment and those of our allies in the post-war period did 
give some plausibility to the charges made by those who 
would impugn our motives and made many cynical about 
our sacrifices. But when we face a similar situation as it is 
before us today in all of its stark reality, — in the sup¬ 
pressed human liberties, the concentration camps, the Ges¬ 
tapo rule, the firing squads, the crushed populations, and 
the smoking ruins of Polish, Dutch, Belgian, French, British, 
Russian, Yugoslav and Greek cities where the invader has 
gone without the shadow of an excuse — we are forced to 
the conclusion that a stand against such tyranny must be 
made somewhere. The Imperial German army of the Kaiser 
differed from the present Nazi army only in that it was less 
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diabolical, less brutal, and less ruthless. Today we see 
practically all of Europe under German control, with only 
the British left unconquered although even they are faced 
with the most desperate situation in their long history. And 
we see the United States having to accept militarism on a 
vastly increased scale and for the indefinite future as a part 
of her national life. That is what Europe and America and 
many other parts of the world were saved from in 1918 by 
Americas entrance into the conflict ; and the present writer 
is convinced that it was worth all it cost. 

We have often heard it said that the first World War was 
fought “to make the world safe for democracy," and that it 
was “a war to end wars." Popular slogans such as these are, 
of course, often used as rallying cries in behalf of a great 
movement or crusade. But even a little considered thought 
should have convinced any one that the task of making the 
world permanently safe for democracy, or that the bringing 
about of such a radical reform that wars would henceforth 
cease, could be nothing more than a fantastic dream. Any¬ 
one who has studied history and has observed the long, hard 
struggle of the human race in its upward course toward in¬ 
dividual and national freedom,—the winning, for instance, 
of Magna Carta, the Bill of Rights, the Protestant Reforma¬ 
tion, the Declaration of Independence, the Emancipation 
Proclamation, etc., — knows that such great goals are not 
achieved so quickly or so easily. Some of us also remember 
the over-ambitious slogan of the Student Volunteer move¬ 
ment which was proclaimed so widely about twenty-five years 
ago: “The evangelization of the world in this generation," 
and the equally over-ambitious program of the Inter- 
Church World Movement which set for itself much the 
same goal. But while the world was not evangelized in one 
generation, and in the nature of the case could not have 
been, no Christian worthy of the name will conclude that 
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evangelism has failed and that all future effort is useless. 
The false hopes which were aroused through the misuse of 
a catchy slogan a generation ago should not be allowed to 
blind us to the fact that democracy and freedom are worth 
struggling for. Let us beware lest we be so optimistic and 
gullible as to believe that the outcome of one struggle can 
secure civil liberty for the whole world for all future time, 
or so easily discouraged that we accept a temporary setback 
for permanent failure. 


XV. 


COMPULSORY MILITARY TRAINING 

TN TIME of national crisis when defense has become im- 
1 P erative the property, services, and even the lives of the 
citizens must in principle be placed at the service of the 
nation. Under such conditions the peace time limitations 
which make it possible to give or to withhold no longer 
apply. Every able-bodied man is under obligation to serve 
in the capacity in which he can be most effective. Despite 
the chshke which the American people have for compulsion 
in any sphere they are now demanding that we shall have 
an adequate national defense in order that the terrible price 
which the democracies abroad have had to pay may not be 
exacted of us. The fairest and surest and most' efficient way 
to secure that defense, we believe, is by compulsory military 
trainmg. It will do but little good to build large numbers 
ot ships and planes and tanks if we do not have men trained 
to operate them. Modern war moves so swiftly that it is 
not possible to provide that training after the fighting has 
begun. It is nothing short of criminal for a nation to send 
.ts sold,ers into battle unprepared. Unless the service is 
nade universal and compulsory only the best and bravest 
oung men are killed or disabled in large numbers, while 
e gieedy, the selfish, and the spiritually weak or ignoble 
emain at home and perpetuate the race with others of 
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waiting for a declaration of war. And for a number of years 
several powerful nations had been at war with our form of 
government, our free institutions and our way of life. With 
the advent of the airplane, the tank and other modern in¬ 
struments, wars are fought with lightning speed. There is 
no time to prepare after they come. 

We do not mean to imply that military training is a pleas¬ 
ant experience, for usually it is not. Usually it means hard 
work and is undertaken at considerable inconvenience. But 
in addition to the security which it provides for the nation 
as a whole there are also certain benefits which accrue to 
the individual soldier. Among these are a deeper sense of 
national responsibility and patriotism, improved posture, 
respect for properly constituted authority, the inspiration 
which comes from working in close cooperation with a great 
body of other men in behalf of a worthy cause, the oppor¬ 
tunity for travel, the broadened outlook on life which comes 
through contact with other persons perhaps in foreign lands, 
and, by no means least, the mastery of a trade if one is as¬ 
signed to special work. 

But still, you did not raise your boy to be a soldier? Well, 
that is where you made a mistake. We submit that, in the 
first place, no nation in this world is safe unless her citi¬ 
zens are trained to defend her, and in the second place that, 
other things being equal, the man who in addition to his 
regular occupation is also trained to defend his country is 
a more valuable citizen and will be more honored in his 
home and in his community than one who is not so trained. 
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can serve on these boards. It is not the army which reaches 
out and takes a man from civil life, but a local civilian 
board which sends the man to the army. After an examina¬ 
tion of all of the circumstances of the eligible men of the 
community the board, composed of the man’s own neigh¬ 
bors, designates him as the one chosen to go and fight for 
them. If the man so designated feels that he has not been 
chosen fairly he has the privilege of laying his case before 
an appeal board also composed of civilians. Through the 
whole process the choices are made by civilians who desig¬ 
nate certain men to serve them in the army. Also in accord¬ 
ance with this, American tradition requires that the Secre¬ 
tary of War and the Secretary of the Navy in the President’s 
cabinet shall be civilians. All of this assures the subordina¬ 
tion of the military to the body politic, and thus is pre¬ 
served one of the basic principles of democratic government. 

Nor is conscription in itself contrary to our traditional 
American ideals. Rather it is an old and accepted principle 
and has been resorted to repeatedly when danger threat¬ 
ened. Its roots were in the old common law. In colonial 
days every free man was considered under obligation to pro¬ 
vide his own arms and to assist in the common defense. 
Washington urged it as the only effective method to win 
the Revolutionary War, and at the time of the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution provision for universal service was 
made in the basic laws of nine of the thirteen States. It was 
used during the War of 1812, by both sides during the Civil 
War, and during the first World War. It is our acknowl¬ 
edged method of raising an army when danger threatens. 
The nation’s maximum man power can no more be ob¬ 
tained by voluntary enlistments without conscription than 
- . ,c -i- - — ~ Ko syxckt. roptri but ions 
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suppl.es which were needed by Japan in her ruthless con- 
quest of China, and that without any serious public protest. 
W e have seen the United States, with all of her vast unde¬ 
veloped resources, pursuing a selfish policy in practically 
c osing her doors to immigrants, even to those who wished 
to escape oppressive governments elsewhere and who were 
capable of becoming desirable citizens. We have also seen 
the American people, through all of the Christian churches, 
spend a total of only $40,000,000 annually in foreign mis¬ 
sionary work, which is only a little more than one per cent 
of the amount they spend annually for alcoholic liquors 
and only three per cent of what they spend for cigarettes. 
In so-called Christian America respect for the Bible as the 
W ord of God and respect for His Church as a divinely es¬ 
tablished institution has been declining, and materialism 
meligion, Sunday amusements, vice and the race for pleas¬ 
ure have been correspondingly on the increase. 


In the light of these facts need we ask why God permits 
war? Very evidently He permits it-we may even go 
further and say that sometimes He sends it — as a judgment 
on nations. Today we are witnessing the end of an age. Be¬ 
fore our very eyes many nations have been brought to judg¬ 
ment. For our own deliverance we must look to the mercy 
of God, not to any inherent righteousness. 


n general the sms of the democracies as distinguished 
rom those of the aggressive dictator nations may be desig¬ 
nated as “sins of omission” rather than “sins of commis¬ 
sion.” Nevertheless, God certainly holds nations as well as 
individuals responsible for their stewardship. The marvel 
is, not that He has brought some nations to judgment 
t rough war, but that in His mercy He has granted such 
ong periods of peace and has allowed so many nations to 
escape these horrors for such a long time. 
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That war was used as a judgment on the nation of Israel 
is repeatedly stated in the Old Testament. ‘And the chil¬ 
dren of Israel did that which was evil in the sight of Je¬ 
hovah/' said the writer of the book of Judges, “and Jehovah 
delivered them into the hand of Midian seven years" (6:1). 
“And the children of Israel again did that which was evil 
in the sight of Jehovah; and Jehovah delivered them into 
the hands of the Philistines forty years,” Ju. 13:1. Isaiah 
gave the clear warning: “If ye are willing and obedient, ye 
shall eat the good of the land: but if ye refuse and rebel, ye 
shall be devoured with the sword; for the mouth of Je¬ 
hovah hath spoken it” (1:19, 20). Listen to the words of 
the Lord as, speaking through the prophet Jeremiah, He 
calls all people to witness what is about to happen: “Hear, 
O earth: Behold, I will bring evil upon this people, even the 
fruit of their thoughts, because they have not hearkened 
unto my words; and as for my law, they have rejected it . . . 
Thus saith Jehovah, Behold, a people cometh from the 
north country; and a great nation shall be stirred up from 
the uttermost parts of the earth. They lay hold on bow 
and spear; they are cruel, and have no mercy; their voice 
roareth like the sea, and they ride upon horses, every one 
set in array, as a man to the battle, against thee, O daugh¬ 
ter of Zion” (6:19-23). And a little later we read: “I have 
spoken unto you, rising up early and speaking, but ye have 
not hearkened . . . Therefore thus saith Jehovah of hosts: 
Because ye have not heard my words, behold, I will send 
and take all the families of the north, saith Jehovah, and 
I will send unto Nebuchadnezzar the king of Babylon, my 
servant, and will bring them against this land, and against 
the inhabitants thereof, and against all these nations round 
about; and I will utterly destroy them, and make them an 
astonishment, and a hissing, and perpetual desolations . . . 
And it shall come to pass, when seventy years are accom- 
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plished, that I will punish the king of Babylon, and that 
nation, saith Jehovah, for their iniquity, and the land of 
the Chaldeans; and I will make it desolate for ever” Jer. 
25:3-12. 

Here we are told that God used the pagan nation of 
Babylon to punish apostate Israel. He even refers to Ne¬ 
buchadnezzar as “my servant,” — not in the sense that Ne¬ 
buchadnezzar worshipped the true God or intentionally 
served Him, for he did not even know that he was being so 
used, but in the sense that he was the Lord’s instrument. 
In due time he too would be punished for his atrocities. 

In the book of Habakkuk we read: “Behold ye among 
the nations, and look, and wonder marvelously, for I am 
working a work in your days, which ye will not believe 
though it be told you. For, lo, I raise up the Chaldeans, 
that bitter and hasty nation, that march through the breadth 
of the earth, to possess dwelling-places that are not theirs. 
They are terrible and dreadful; their judgment and their 
dignity proceed from themselves. Their horses also are 
swifter than leopards, and are more fierce than the eve¬ 
ning wolves; and their horsemen press proudly on: yea, their 
horsemen come from far; they fly as an eagle that hasteth 
to devour. They come all of them for violence; the set of 
their faces is forward; and they gather captives as the sand. 
Yea, he scoffeth at kings, and princes are a derision unto 
him; he derideth every stronghold; for he heapeth up dust, 
and taketh it.” And behind all of this the prophet sees the 
hand of God: “O Jehovah, thou hast ordained him for 
judgment; and thou, O Rock, hast established him for cor¬ 
rection,” Hab. 1:6-12. Later the Chaldeans in their turn 
were to be judged and destroyed for their wickedness. 

In Is. 10:5-15 we have a very remarkable statement as to 
the manner in which God sometimes chastises His diso- 
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bedient people with war, using even a great pagan nation 
for that purpose as easily as a father uses a rod in the pun¬ 
ishment of his son, yet without that nation’s being aware 
that it is being so used. And in the same sense that the 
king of Assyria or the king of Babylon is referred to as 
God’s “servant,” some of the ruthless militarists of our day 
may also be His servants, designed for the correction of oth¬ 
er peoples, and also to be punished in due time for their 
atrocities. 

It will help immensely in the discussion of this problem 
if we keep clearly in mind the lesson taught so repeatedly 
in Scripture, that the suffering which God brings upon His 
wayward people is, strictly speaking, chastisement, that is, 
suffering designed for their reformation; while the suffer¬ 
ing which He inflicts upon the wicked is punishment, that 
is, suffering inflicted as the just desert for evil doing and 
without any thought of reformation. The former was dis¬ 
ciplinary, causing the children of Israel to see the folly of 
their evil ways and inducing them to return to God. The 
latter was punitive and repressive, resulting eventually in 
the complete destruction of the Philistines, Egyptians, 
Assyrians, etc. There was, of course, never any question of 
the children of Israel being worse than the Philistines or 
Egyptians or Assyrians. Despite their faults they were rela¬ 
tively much better, although often conquered by them. 
God in His providential control often uses the worse peo¬ 
ple to correct the better. And if the sufferings which Israel 
experienced were horrible, let us remember that the sins 
from which she was to be purged were horrible and that the 
sufferings were suited to the offense. 

In God’s word the conditions on which suffering will be 
averted from the land are clearly set forth. “If my people. 
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who are called by my name, shall humble themselves, and 
pray, and seek my face, and turn from their wicked ways; 
then will I hear from heaven, and will forgive their sins, and 
will heal their land,” II Chr. 7:14. 

The following timely reflection, written in 1941, is from 
the pen of an English clergyman: “We have been a pleasure- 
loving people, dishonoring God’s day, picnicking and bath¬ 
ing — now the sea-shores are barred, no picnics, no bathing. 
We have preferred motor travel to church going — now there 
is a shortage of motor fuel. We have ignored the ringing 
of church bells calling us to worship — now the bells can¬ 
not ring except to warn us of invasion. We have left the 
churches half empty when they should have been filled with 
worshippers — now they are in ruins. We would not listen 
to the ways of peace — now we are forced to listen to the 
way of war. The money we would not give to the Lord’s 
work — now is taken in taxes and higher prices. The food 
for which we forgot to say thanks — now is unobtainable. 
The service we refused to give God — now is conscripted for 
the country. Lives we refused to live under God’s control 
— now are under the nation’s control. Nights we would not 
spend in watching unto prayer — now are spent in anxious 
air-raid precautions. The evils of Modernism we would not 
fight — now we see what Germany, the seat of this teaching, 
has produced.” 

Yes, America needs arms. But first of all and most im¬ 
portant of all, if she is to remain free and prosperous, she 
needs to return to God. Material resources are not enough. 
France put her faith in the Maginot Line, the most formid¬ 
able defense that had ever been built, and Britain put her 
faith in her mighty fleet. The former proved to be prac¬ 
tically useless, and the effectiveness of the latter is very lim¬ 
ited. Unless America turns to the living God she too will 
find that external defenses are not enough. 
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It is our belief that the sufferings being endured today 
by the so-called Christian nations are designed for their 
reformation, to turn them from their materialism and irre- 
ligion, and that the ultimate result, strange as that may 
seem now, will be to turn many people to God and to ad¬ 
vance the cause of righteousness in the world. 


XVII. 


CONSEQUENCES OF WAR NOT ALL BAD 

T HE first and more impressive effects of almost every war 
are bad. War involves the death of some, the crippling 
of others, the destruction of property, and the accumula¬ 
tion of debt. Rut the consequences are not all bad. Many a 
country has preserved the great majority of its people, its 
religious and political liberty, and the bulk of its property 
by a courageous stand against the would-be aggressor. When 
these are saved the first cost in life and treasure is not to be 
considered exorbitant. 

That the consequences which we first think of, the de¬ 
struction of life and property, are bad needs no elaboration. 
But it must not be forgotten that in times of national emer¬ 
gency, when people realize that their very lives and country 
are at stake, some virtues assert themselves as at no other 
time. In such crises multitudes are drawn together with a 
new sense of patriotism, bravery, courage, self-sacrifice, and 
duty to others — virtues which so often lie dormant in times 
of peace. We instinctively admire the patriot who is will¬ 
ing to give his life for his country if need be. We are justi¬ 
fied in saying that the unpatriotic person cannot be a good 
citizen, and that the nation whose citizens have no spirit of 
patriotism is a nation doomed to decay. Under the stress 
of war, people are compelled to look beyond their merely 
selfish and materials interests to the more important moral 


106 


CONSEQUENCES OF WAR NOT ALL BAD 107 


and spiritual values which they must either defend or lose. 
Bound together with the deep conviction that they are fight¬ 
ing for a sacred cause, religion and country come to have a 
new meaning. During the first World War the American 
people incidentally received much needed lessons in the eco¬ 
nomical use of food and materials which were needed for 
the soldiers in France and for the civilian populations of 
our allies, and some of those lessons are being repeated 
today. 

One really admirable result which follows the return of 
soldiers to private life is the promotion which comes to 
many who have served their country bravely and well. In 
the past an unduly large proportion of our presidents, con¬ 
gressmen, governors, college and university presidents, edi¬ 
tors, jurists, etc., have been men who had records of distin¬ 
guished military service and who in turn were honored by 
the people whom they had served. 

1 he socially leveling process which occurs in army life 
when men from all walks of life, rich and poor, country- 
bred and city raised, farmer, manual laborer, and white col¬ 
lar worker, learn to live and work side by side, to depend 
upon each other in the face of common danger, and to ap¬ 
preciate each other’s dignity as American citizens, is of in¬ 
estimable value. Nor is the broadening influence which 
comes through travel and through mingling with other peo¬ 
ples to be overlooked. The classic example of this latter in¬ 
fluence is to be found in Europe when during the Middle 
Ages the Crusades brought western Europe into fresh con¬ 
tact with the Greek and Hebrew civilizations which had 
been largely lost, events which led directly to the Renais¬ 
sance which in turn provided the intellectual and cultural 
background for the Reformation. Somewhat similar events 
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have followed many other wars. Incidentally, too, the World 
War brought out a flood of inventions, medical discover¬ 
ies, and industrial developments which have served valu¬ 
able purposes in time of peace. It is not contended, of 
course, that these secondary effects off-set the first costs of 
war, but only that they are good so far as they go and that 
they should be recognized as such. 

And certainly peace has its dangers no less than war. 
During prolonged periods of easy liberty people tend to 
forget the simple virtues, the hardships and heroic sacri¬ 
fices by which that liberty was won. Although on a mo¬ 
ment’s reflection they know that life has not always been 
so rich and full and that multitudes of their fellow men in 
less fortunate lands have never enjoyed the privileges and 
blessings which they enjoy they tend to accept them as 
gratuitously as the air they breathe. Without bothering to 
understand why, they assume that they are exempt from the 
labors and sacrifices and sufferings which so many others 
have to bear. Living upon a rich inheritance which has been 
accumulated by the labors of the fathers, the children, soft¬ 
ened by luxury and materialism, unaccustomed to and re¬ 
sentful of discipline, and sometimes cynical and sophisti¬ 
cated, tend to ignore those great controlling religious and 
civil principles of truth, justice and honor, upon which all 
true civilization is founded. The tragic ordeal through 
which the people of the democracies are passing today seems 
to be the result of just such indifferences and apathy. Those 
privileges and blessings were not given to us merely for our 
own selfish en joyment, but in order that we might use them 
wisely and that we might share them with our less fortunate 
brethren in other lands. But having forgotten or neglected 
those elementary principles of human existence, our genera- 
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tion must now re-learn them at a staggering cost in suffer¬ 
ing and sacrifice and discipline. Our generation, as truly as 
any that has gone before, must be willing to work and suf¬ 
fer and sacrifice if it is to enjoy the blessings of peace and 
freedom. 


Effect of War on Spiritual Values 

Sometimes we hear it said that war engenders hatred. It 
it true that the tendency in the unregenerate heart is strong 
in that direction, and often times that tendency is aggra¬ 
vated by a lying propaganda which is carried on by one or 
both sides. Yet there is no sound reason why defensive war¬ 
fare should not be carried on without hatred. Although 
men seek to the utmost of their ability to destroy each 
other while the battle rages, it is a well known fact that as 
soon as the battle is over the enemy wounded usually are 
taken to hospitals and given as good care as are the wounded 
of the victorious army. This is proof that even during the 
battle the soldiers were actuated not by hatred but by a sense 
of governmental responsibility and self-preservation. Dur¬ 
ing the Civil War Abraham Lincoln did not hate the peo¬ 
ple of the South, nor did Robert E. Lee hate the people of 
the North. There is no more reason why the soldier in his 
line of official duty should hate those who are in the oppos¬ 
ing army than there is that the policeman should hate those 
whom he must arrest, or the judge hate those whom he must 
sentence to prison or perchance even to death. Many of 
those who were engaged in the World War did not hate 
the Germans. They looked upon them as enemies of war, 
to be sure, but also as brave, able men, most of whom doubt¬ 
less believed that their country was in the right. That war 
causes hatred is not so true as that hatred causes war. The 
urge to war will disappear only when the Church does her 
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work of emptying human hearts of hatred and filling them 
with love. 

It is also said that war blights the lives of men morally 
and spiritually. This, again, is at best only a half-truth. In 
the first place, a person does not necessarily escape bad in¬ 
fluences by staying out of the army. War has blighted the 
lives of some, but so has college, so has business, so has poli¬ 
tics, so have the medical and the legal profession — for the 
very simple reason that these things which are good in them¬ 
selves have been abused. That the influences of war are not 
all bad, but a mixture of good and bad, must be admitted 
by every unprejudiced person. 

Concerning this phase of the question let us listen to one 
who can speak out of a wealth of experience, a World War 
chaplain in the American Army, later President of Wheaton 
College, Dr. J. Oliver Buswcll. Says he: “Much has been 
said of the evil effects upon the character of young men who 
go into military service. I say very positively that it is not 
military service which destroys character. The trouble with 
the moral character of young men serving under arms dur¬ 
ing the World War was simply that so many of them had 
come from private life, and continued to live as they had 
lived or had wanted to live as civilians.” And then he con¬ 
tinues: 

“It is true that young men in the late teens or the early 
twenties, taken away from home in any cause and suddenly 
meeting the temptations of the world, undergo a severe 
test in character. I have seen many fail morally in military 
life, but I have seen other men greatly strengthened by mil¬ 
itary experience. The regiment with which I served in 
France was composed of men of excellent character, above 
the average of American civilian life. Several of them were 
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ministers, a number were school teachers, many were dis¬ 
tinguished men in business and professional life, and many 
of them were men of Christian character and standing in 
their home communities. While it is true that many men 
have fallen into ways which are morally wrong, yet I know 
personally of many who became Christians and who learned 
to pray, and who learned to live the Christian life, and who 
learned to bear difficulties with courageous faith in God, in 
military service in our regiment. A very large number of 
our soldiers carried pocket Testaments, and read them 
faithfully. Our religious services were very well attended. 
In fact, when circumstances were at all favorable, our 
church service, Bible classes and other religious activities 
were better supported than would have been the case among 
a similar number of men in almost any civilian community. 
Some of the best religious services, prayer-meetings, and 
testimony meetings that T ever attended in my life were ser¬ 
vices in the United States Army. . . . We went into the 
Meuse-Argonne drive with 3,200 men. After four days of 
terrific fighting we came out with 600 men and twenty-three 
officers. . . . Officers of the regiment said at the time that 
those who were known to be Christian men were the most 
courageous, the most daring, and the most faithful under 
the terrific strain of those days.” 

Effect of War on Christian Missions 

It is quite usually assumed that war is always and every¬ 
where destructive of Christian missions. A little attention 
to history, however, will show that when a lethargic Church 
has been content to live at ease with no burden for the lost, 
God has often stirred her up through this stern discipline. 
The early Christians who were content to stay near their 
homes in Jerusalem instead of carrying the message “unto 
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the uttermost parts of the earth” as commanded were thrust 
out when the Roman general Titus destroyed the city. 
Forced to flee for their lives, they naturally carried their re¬ 
ligion with them. And soon afterward in all the cities and 
provinces into which they fled small churches began to 
spring up and the result was that Christianity was greatly 
extended. 

In the fifth century when Christianity had penetrated all 
parts of the Roman Empire the Church came to receive 
strong government support but made practically no effort 
to reach the hordes of pagans across the frontiers. In the 
year 476 Rome was captured bv the Vandals, and Christians 
along with others were carried back as captives to those var¬ 
ious tribes whose evangelization was then slowly but surely 
begun. The Franks came in contact with Christianity 
through their wars; and their king, Clovis, upon being con¬ 
verted, officially proclaimed Christianity as the religion of 
his army. In the same way Christianity came to the Visi¬ 
goths and Ostrogoths as Christ conquered the conquerors. 
When the decree of Charlemagne made his country nominal¬ 
ly Christian the death knell of paganism in that country was 
sounded and the way opened for real evangelism. Chris¬ 
tianity came to Ireland largely through the work of Patrick, 
who as a young man was first carried there as a captive, es¬ 
caped, and later returned to evangelize the nation and be¬ 
come its patron saint. 

Coming down closer to our own time we find that the 
modern missionary movement was really born during the 
turbulent period following the French Revolution and the 
Napoleonic wars. Through the clash of nation against na¬ 
tion, not only geographical frontiers but mental and reli¬ 
gious frontiers were extended, and in the immediately fol- 
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lowing period some of the ablest men of the day turned 
their lives to the evangelization of peoples in lands beyond 
the seas. Strange as it may seem, very little missionary zeal 
had been shown within the Church before that time. 

The Boxer Rebellion in China, which was in reality a 
violent reaction against all foreign thought, influence and 
exploitation, was put down, with the result that China came 
to have a new respect for the peoples of the West, the cus¬ 
toms and traditions of the old Confucian system which had 
bound China for centuries began to relax, missionary work 
was undertaken on an unprecedented scale and with mar¬ 
velous success and continued almost without interruption 
until the present invasion by Japan. 

The progress of missions in India since England brought 
that country into contact with the West has been quite 
similar. While in many parts of Asia and Africa the politi¬ 
cal and commercial exploitation has been altogether inde¬ 
fensible it is also true that in the providential control of 
God such conquest has often been followed by the spiritual 
conquest of the people for Christ. 

The World War caused a temporary setback to missions 
in many countries. Yet during that very time national lines, 
particularly in the vast Mohammedan world, were broken 
down as never before, Christian and pagan people mingled 
continuously, and the tremendous advance in missionary 
work during the years that have elapsed since that time 
speaks for itself. 

Missionaries from China today tell us that the recent 
calamities there have caused the old religions to weaken 
and that all through that country the people in their de¬ 
spair and helplessness welcome the preaching of the Gospel 
as never before. The unfortunate element so far is that the 
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conquerors seem determined either to keep Christian mis¬ 
sionaries out or to hinder their work as much as possible. 
But the present distress has served to reveal to the Chinese 
the true character and purpose of the missionaries, and most 
of them have shown great loyalty and courage in minister¬ 
ing to their people. The way has been prepared. Far more 
Bibles are being called for than can be supplied; and we 
may be sure that after the war China will be one of the 
most promising missionary fields in the world. 

It is, of course, nothing to the credit of the Church that 
in the fulfillment of her divinely appointed task of evan¬ 
gelizing the world her lethargy and indolence has so often 
had to be counteracted by such a terrible thing as war. But 
that on numerous occasions God has used war as a necessary 
discipline for both the Church and the heathen population 
can hardly be denied. How often in the inspired records 
of the Old Testament we are told in the plainest language 
that God sent war on the people of Israel because of their 
apostasy! How often the fury of their enemies was used by 
an all-wise and an all-loving Father to correct their moral 
and spiritual rebellion! And how costly were such lessons! 
If it were not for sin such lessons or other equivalent would 
not be needed. If present-day events were being recorded 
by an inspired writer we doubtless would be given very 
similar accounts. 

Losses in American Wars 

We hear much about the heavy loss of life in warfare. 
Some wars have been very destructive, but in others the 
casualties have been comparatively light. During the 166 
years that the United States has been an independent nation 
we have had six important wars, yet the number of soldiers 
killed has been surprisingly small. The American Revolution 
lasted about six years, and during that time we lost about 
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5,000 killed, an average of but two and one-half soldiers per 
day. By comparison there are approximately 100,000 per¬ 
sons killed in this country every year in industrial and daily 
occupations; about 40,000 more are killed in automobile 
accidents, and about 6,000 more in accidents at home — an 
average of about 400 per day. In addition to this there are 
about 10,000 murders and 18,000 cases of suicide each year. 
Our automobiles kill as many persons on an average every 
fifty days as were killed by the British during the entire six 
years of the American Revolution. 

The second war with England, which was spread over a 
period of three years, was even less costly, with a loss of 
1,600 killed, an average of only one and a half per day. Al¬ 
though the War with Mexico involved quite an extensive 
military campaign, we lost only 853 killed. 

The Civil War, however, did prove to be more destruc¬ 
tive, and gave us a fairly good example of what a first-class 
war is like. The total killed in both the Union and Confed¬ 
erate armies over the four-year period was 560,000 — only 
about one-third of whom were killed in battle, while the 
other two-thirds died of diseases which are now largely pre¬ 
ventable. But even during that period the total average of 
deaths per year was less than our present peace time average 
of “deaths by violence,” and the number of wounded was 
only about one-fifth of the present annual number injured 
in automobile accidents alone. 

The Spanish War should hardly have been called a war, 
since we lost only 271 soldiers and sailors killed in action, 
while 260 others lost their lives when the Battleship Maine 
was sunk before hostilities started. 

We have already pointed out that our losses in the World 
War were comparatively small, a total of 126,000 killed, or 
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about one-tenth of one per cent of our population. Consid¬ 
ering the number of soldiers in the fighting, the time en¬ 
gaged, and the task of transporting 2,000,000 men through 
the submarine zone, our losses were very light. 

Our total number killed in domestic and foreign wars 
since the time we became a nation is just under 700,000. 
That means a yearly average of only about three per cent 
of the number annually meeting death by violence in this 
country. 

These figures are not given in praise of war, but for the 
very practical purpose of pointing out that even in terms of 
human life the cost we have paid for the privileges we enjoy 
has really been quite modest. 

1 he financial cost of war is, of course, usually high. The 
World War cost the United States approximately $24,300,- 
000,000 (U. S. Information Service, Washington, D. C.). 
But let us not forget that we also spend very extravagantly 
in other ways. Figures given out by Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, 
Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, show that 
crime costs the American people approximately fifteen bil¬ 
lion dollars annually, or about §120 for every man, woman 
and child. That is four times what we spend annually on 
education. In 1941 the American people spent approxi¬ 
mately §4,000,000,000, or about §30 per capita for alcoholic 
liquors, and about §1,500,000,000 for tobacco. Add to these 
the huge sums spent for luxuries such as pleasure cars, fine 
clothing, jewelry, theatres, pleasure travel, etc., and the 
figures are truly astounding. Our war debt was accumu¬ 
lated over a period of a year and seven months; our 
crime and liquor bills could pay off that sum in a year and 
four months. Wars as a rule are many years apart, while 
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crime and liquor take their steady toll year after year. Cer¬ 
tainly we would be much more consistent if we set ourselves 
to bring about a drastic reduction in the really appalling 
loss of life and property which is occurring constantly in 
our peace-time pursuits. 


XVIII. 


CONCLUSION 

H AVING thus surveyed the whole broad problem of war 
we conclude that it is a direct result of the sin and 
selfishness that resides in the human heart, and that of all 
the plans offered there is only one which promises effective¬ 
ly to rid the world of this evil. That is the program of 
Christ as presented in the Gospel. Only as the Prince of 
Peace rules in human hearts, and through them in the na¬ 
tions, will there be an end of strife between individuals and 
of wars between nations. This plan goes to the root of the 
matter while all others merely scratch the surface. It at¬ 
tempts to heal the ancient breach between the lion and the 
lamb, not by teaching the lion good manners, but by chang¬ 
ing the lion’s nature. Not until the lion has shown a de¬ 
cided preference for straw can we be sure that he will not 
eat the lamb. But when we see him as the prophet saw him 
eating straw like the ox we will know that the problem has 
been solved. 

God has sent the Son of His love into the world to die 
for us and to save us. And because men will not see this, 
but insist upon building their superficial idealisms and go¬ 
ing their own ways, He permits and allows such a thing as 
war to chastise and to punish them, to teach them what a 
heinous thing sin is, and to call them to repentance and ac- 
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ceptance of His gracious offer. What men refuse to learn 
through the preaching of the Gospel in times of peace God 
often reveals to them through the destruction and suffering 
which comes through war. Hardly any word is found more 
frequently in the Old Testament as a description of the 
children of Israel than this, that “in their trouble and dis¬ 
tresses they cried unto the Lord.” 

Although the world has been in possession of Christ’s 
plan of redemption for nearly two thousand years there is 
not even yet so many as one nation, great or small, where 
the rank and file of the people are truly Christian. It is cer¬ 
tainly time we were taking our religion seriously and settling 
down to our task. We believe we are justified in saying that 
the greatest hindrance to the progress of Christianity today 
is, not any one of the pagan religions, nor any false system 
of philosophy, nor the liquor traffic, nor any political sys¬ 
tem, but, a secular way of life on the part of so many pro¬ 
fessed Christians, a way of life which often makes it impos¬ 
sible to see any real difference between professed Christians 
and the people of the world and which, therefore, brings 
the Church into disrepute. 

That the plan of Christ does work has been proved be¬ 
yond the shadow of a doubt. It has not been tried very 
often nor on a very large scale, but we have seen enough to 
know that it will work anywhere and on any scale. We 
have seen it work in all kinds of hearts and homes and com¬ 
munities. We have seen it turn a hardened, defiant sinner 
into a saint, a storm-tossed home into a paradise, a strife- 
ridden community into a heaven of rest. There is no ques¬ 
tion but that it works. The only trouble is that it has been 
applied so seldom and so half-heartedly. When we become 
aroused to a national peril we raise an army and transform 
hundreds of our industrial plants into armor and munitions 
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factories. What we need in the spiritual realm is an awak¬ 
ened consciousness of our spiritual responsibility such as 
will transform every home and church and school in the land 
into a plant for the making of Christian men and women. 
We are firmly convinced that the sole remedy for war as for 
all other of the world’s ills is the Christian Gospel; and 
that only as this Gospel is made effective in the lives of in¬ 
dividuals and through them in the nations will the scourge 
of war be lifted from the earth. 


THE END 
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